
From: Nelson or Gretchen Cover
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:55:35 PM

The current plan makes no sense.  It will destroy natural resources, be a drain on
 taxpayers, and cause major traffic problems. In addition, in an area like Vero Beach
 with a large elderly population, it will add another danger trying to get ambulances to
 the hospital.  

If the goal is to go from Miami/Orlando/Miami, why not have a raised rail or any type
 of rail system that follows the existing turnpike?  Or a system that parallels I-95?

This whole scheme is make-believe.  There is not a passenger rail system in the US
 that makes money. Why would this one?

Sincerely, Gretchen Cover

mailto:ncoverjr@yahoo.com
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From: r.sanford08@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:32:33 AM

Dear Sir
I have been a resident of Palm City Florida in Martin County for 18 years.  I am an active
 boater and live west of the railroad bridge over the St Lucie River in Stuart, FL.  There are
 numerous reasons to be concerned about the proposed All Aboard Florida program - I will
 address only the navigation of the St Lucie River through Stuart.  The bridge at this
 location is vintage 1930's and typically takes 5 minutes or more to open - same amount of
 time to close.  The channel is narrow at this point and currents are fast here.  The concept
 of double-tracking both north and south of this area and having trains stacked to cross this
 single track is going to seriously impede navigation at this location.  The track makes a
 sharp S turn at this location and this proposed "high speed" rail service will have to travel
 this section of Stuart at 30 mph.  With the proposed number of trains being considered
 there is no way to avoid the rail bridge at the St Lucie River crossing being down the
 majority of the time - and impeding navigation thru this location.  I am at a loss to suggest
 what would mitigate this situation other than possibly moving this proposed activity to rail
 corridors west of the city.  In any case - I do hope your agency will review carefully the
 impact the proposed rail service will have on navigation and take actions to prohibit this
 proposed rail service expansion from taking place unless and until the navigation issues can
 be fully resolved.
Respectfully
Robert F. Sanford
1423 SW Seagull Way
Palm City, FL  34990
772-219-9547

mailto:r.sanford08@comcast.net
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From: Gertrude Bradley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:19:36 AM

This plan of sending 32 high speed trains through the center of our beautiful town is madness. 
 Our quality of life will be swept away, our enjoyment of our surroundings will be no more as
 we deal with the total disruption of our lives.

   This is all about the the selfish interests of Fortress Investment Group and their profits with
 no consideration to the adverse impact to our Treasure Coast area. Our concerns are brushed
 aside as arrogant business people insist on having their way. 
    
    We will not be pushed around any longer.

     Gertrude N. Bradley
      Vero Beach, Florida

mailto:gertnora4@gmail.com
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From: Mandolinda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:33:38 AM

I am AGAINST a the AAF proposal 100%! I live in St. Lucie county between Ft. Pierce and Jensen Beach.  Both
 towns and Stuart as well have built very quaint downtown business districts which would be destroyed by AAF
 constant trains.  By their own numbers we would suffer 2 passenger trains each hour....not including freight trains. 
 There are many cafes and restaurants with outdoor seating that would be negatively impacted if not put out of
 business all together returning the downtown areas to the blighted areas they once were.  This NOT
 ACCEPTABLE.

The track runs within feet of up scale homes along the intercostal between Stuart and Vero beach the trains will
 devalue their water front homes.  In fact will most likely negatively impact property values over a wide spread area
 in our 3 counties, St. Lucie, Martin, and  Indian River.

The route also runs through many wet land and wild areas of our 3 counties and will negatively effect wild life of all
 kinds.  Additional pollution from the trains will contaminate water wildlife depends on in the rivers and wetlands.

I know that a route along the turnpike/I95 corridor was considered.  This route will still have environmental impacts,
 but less impact on our towns, safety and way of life.  That western route makes much more sense.

Please put a stop to this proposed project or move it to the more westerly route and save our South Florida way of
 life.

Linda Squeo
432 NW Ferris Drive
Pt St Lucie, FL.  34983

Sent from my iPad

mailto:mandolinda@bellsouth.net
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From: Petergo39@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:47:52 AM

My name is Peter Golovaty. I live in South Stuart and have trucks which must cross the RR tracks multiple
 times a day to serve our customers. This project is going to affect my income and level of service. I don't
 see a need for this project. Who is going to ride to Orlando from South Florida? I believe that this entire
 project is a politically motivated ploy to expand freight service from the Port of Miami up the East Coast
 using taxpayer subsidies. This project will never sustain itself with our State's demographics. I am
 completely opposed to the project and will pursue legal action against anyone that approves this plan for
 their own political or financial gain.

mailto:Petergo39@aol.com
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From: Dennis Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:09:14 AM

To Whom it may concern.
Both my wife and I as residents of the city of Stuart Florida would like to voice our concerns
 regarding the proposed railroad service that will adversely affect our town.  We are opposed
 to this project.  As a boater I understand that the RR bridge will be lowered for extensive
 periods of time during the daylight  hours.  This will adversely affect marine traffic and will
 cause "bridge rage" with boaters trying to get thru the limited time the railroad bridge will be
 open .    In addition the time spent waiting for train passages will adversely affect both
 vehicular traffic as well as those on emergency mission.   The majority of doctors' offices,
  diagnostic labs, Martin Memorial Hospital, the Stuart Library, and all of Martin County
 beaches will also be adversely affected.     We are totally opposed to this project. 

Dennis and Mary Stewart
1950 S. W. Palm City Road #11-206
Stuart, Florida 34994

 

mailto:stewartdenmar@gmail.com
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From: mbolderman@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:16:03 AM

Hello,
Please divert your All Aboard Florida plan using the existing Florida East Coast
 corridor. Think about all the lives you will put at risk in the towns that need access to
 RR  crossings for fire and ambulance services, such as in Stuart.  Too many trains
 will increase the backup traffic, shutting down access at these crossings for
 emergency vehicles.   Put people first, not your $$$$. Choose another route, please!
Thank you
Mary Bolderman

mailto:mbolderman@comcast.net
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From: Patricia Donovan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:44:26 AM

DO NOT DESTROY the ambiance of our Coastal Villages along the FEC Railway sections of Brevard, Indian
 River, St. Lucie, and Martin Counties with high speed passenger and freight lines.  If my husband and I wanted the
 issues of "Urban Living" we would have stayed in New York and New Jersey!! 

Run the rails along the CSX tracks!!!  Run the rails along Interstate 95!!!!!! 
Run the rails along the private property of all the folks who support your  $$$$$$ monger proposal.  Leave Coastal
 Florida Communities to their peaceful lifestyle.
Patricia Donovan
Resident of Indian River County, FL

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:patwdonovan@icloud.com
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From: Wieler, Rip
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:45:44 AM

I am opposed to any version of AAF that allows the high speed trains to run through
 municipalities. Any such trains should be routed through open countryside and provide for
 tunnels or overpasses when intersecting a vehicular road.
 
Respectfully submitted.
 

Make A Nice Day

  Rip 
Eric "Rip" Wieler
Problem Solver
ripwieler@earthlink.net
www.m-a-n-d.com (Make A Nice Day)

mailto:ripwieler@earthlink.net
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From: Henry Behr
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:49 AM

To All Concerned:

Are we, in the 21st century, really discussing building an innovative multi million dollar passenger rail service on a
 19th century, antiquated rail system just for the benefit of a group of investors who want to build this the cheapest
 way so their profits will be greater.  This, to the detriment of every citizen in Florida.  Any politician who allows
 this to happen should be voted out.  A completely new rail system should be built west of I-95 where there is
 mostly virgin land.  Ranchers can be paid for the right of way a lot cheaper than using prime real estate along the
 coast just because All Aboard owns the property.  The Government should help fund the project like every other
 country does to move into the 21st century and beyond.  Let's not give into a bunch of greedy investors.

A Concerned Florida Resident,
Henry Behr

mailto:harrybehr124@yahoo.com
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From: Catherine Tekowitz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:07:42 AM

As deeply concerned residents of the Treasure Coast, please stop this travesty. There is no defensible
 reason that this train should be allowed to ruin the safety, quality of life , as well as, property values for
 the people of this area .Put your home in Stuart, Vero, Hobe Sound, etc.,and then decide  how you would
 vote !!!??? 

John R. Tekowitz
Catherine M. Tekowitz

mailto:caytek@aol.com
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From: jbennett50@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:16:56 AM

Ladies and Gentlemen,
 
As a couple in our 70's, my wife and I are terrified that the "All Aboard Florida (AAF)"
 proposal for the existing Florida East Coast corridor that traverses all coastal cities
 from Vero Beach to Miami, will be approved.  In our case, the only local hospital is
 located across this corridor, which will be blocked much of the time.  We, and many
 of our contemporaries, realize that train related delays present a very real life
 threatening situation.
 
We implore you to reject the current proposal and to encourage AAF to submit a new
 proposal using an inland route, possibly along I-95 R/W.  The amount of proposed
 train traffic through the coastal cities will also result in a 50% reduction of tourism, the
 lifeblood of each of those communities. Any attention you can give to these facts will
 be greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
 
James D. Bennett & Marilee M. Bennett
1953 Grey Falcon Circle, SW
Vero Beach, FL 32962
 
(772) 226-5841
 
 

mailto:jbennett50@comcast.net
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From: es-jones@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:27:23 AM

I wish to add my comments to the NO, NO, NO side of the All Aboard Florida
 proposal. I happen to live within a mile west of the existing tracks, and there is NO
 OTHER WAY for me to reach businesses, doctors, the hospital, friends or cultural
 locations to the east without crossing said tracks. If All Aboard Florida is allowed to
 come to fruition, it will greatly impact my life and the lives of everyone else living on
 the west side. Yes, existing tracks were there before I was, however, the proposed
 expansion by AAF which will bring nearly constant noise, delays, and dirt (yes
 it WILL create more dirt sifting over our houses) is way beyond acceptable. 
What ever happened to "the will of the people'? I ask especially since from what I
 read, see and hear, it seems that 99% of the citizens along the proposed AAF route
 do not want high speed trains roaring through their communities and all the
 environmental, and personal impacts they will create. Is it once again, a case of
 political clout rather than what is REALLY good for the people and the
 environment? Will AAF care about the numbers of people whose lives are lost when
 emergency vehicles cannot either reach them in time or cannot reach the hospital in
 time? With many more trains passing through there will be many more times that
 crossings are closed. That is a critical concern for young and old alike. If your child is
 hit by a car, or falls into a pool or canal and they die because precious minutes are
 lost while the ambulance is waiting on the other side of the crossing for another train
 to go through, how will you feel about AAF then?
 
Passenger train service between Miami and Orlando already exists, and there is not a
 "waiting list" for seating. Sixteen years ago the Florida Fun Train which had the same
 objectives (getting customers to tourist attractions, or so we are being told), lost
 millions and went bankrupt within two years. So where is the need and what besides
 money (and possibly the hidden agenda of providing for increased freight trains in
 the future) is the impetus for AAF? I absolutely feel like the citizens along the
 Treasure Coast are being "railroaded"!
 
Esther Jones
Vero Beach
 

mailto:es-jones@comcast.net
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From: Peter Burbine
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:54:40 AM

attn: John Winkle
I would like to express my concern about the route proposed by All Aboard Florida. Using the
 FEC tracks along the coast would be too disruptive for road and boat traffic. An expected
 increase in freight traffic would make it even worse. And since there are no stops planned
 anywhere on the Treasure Coast, there would be no benefits.
 I would propose that using the CSX tracks further west, where there are fewer people, would
 make more sense. There would be less disruption and inconvenience. It may be more
 expensive for the company to run the trains out there, but it would be greatly appreciated by
 the populated east coast.
Thank you for your consideration.
Peter Burbine, Stuart

mailto:peterburbine@gmail.com
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From: spencer silberstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:19:43 AM

We are writing to express opposition to the plans to introduce passenger service along the
 existing Florida East Coast corridor that traverses the historic downtowns of Stuart, Fort Pierce
 and Vero Beach. The introduction of high speed passenger service will negatively impact the
 quality of life of residents of Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River counties. Those residents will not
 derive any benefit from the passenger rail service since there will be no stops within the Treasure
 Coast. It simply makes no sense to send 32 high speed trains along the existing Florida East
 Coast tracks which are in the midst of the population centers of 3 counties and will negatively
 impact the environment and quality of life of the residents.

If All Aboard Florida is willing to move the planned service to the CSX tracks in the middle of the
 state, the negative impacts would be greatly reduced. That alternative routing would take the
 passenger service through the sparsely populated middle of the state and would not disrupt the
 quality of life currently enjoyed by Treasure Coast residents. The Florida East Coast corridor was
 built by Henry Flagler in the early part of the 20th. century when Florida was largely rural and
 underpopulated. Almost a century has passed and numerous population centers have grown up
 on both sides of the tracks. There is no current passenger service, but the freight trains that run
 through the communities are already quite disruptive.

Thank you for your attention to this email.

Anita & Spencer Silberstein

mailto:spencersilberstein@yahoo.com
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From: Carol McCall
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:21:37 AM

Dear Mr Winkle,
I urge you to seriously consider the negative impact that this plan will have on the Treasure
 Coast.  As a resident of Stuart, I am very concerned about the health and safety of my
 community. Why can't the high speed trains be routed west of the turnpike? Is there really
 such a demand for passenger service from Miami to  Orlando? Will the 18 daily round trips
 show a profit? How  can you justify the disruption to the communities along the Treasure
 Coast?  There are so many unanswered  questions in the original report put out by 
All Aboard Florida.  Please listen to the majority of residents when you consider their
 proposal.
Thank you,
Carol McCall

 

mailto:carolhmccall@gmail.com
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From: Brian Webster
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:22:30 AM

Dear Sirs:

I am a concerned citizen who feels that our lifestyle will be severely impacted in the most negative manner possible
 if 32 high speed trains a day start thundering through our community.

Not only will the boating traffic be negatively impacted but emergency vehicles, regular automotive traffic will be
 severely impeded.

Then there is the noise pollution from the trains themselves even if so called double gates allow for no whistles to be
 utilized there will still be the thundering noise of 32 trains a day roaring through our community.

This project serves no public benefit to our community whatsoever.

I strongly urge whomever is reading this to stop these trains from ruining our right to a quiet peaceful life.

Please do whatever is necessary to bring this project to halt.

Sincerely
Brian Webster
229 Colony Road
Tequesta, Florida
561-262-4564 cell

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:privateislands@aol.com
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From: Bob Ashmore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:57 AM

    My wife and I are opposed to the upgrades of roadbed and track as proposed under the
 name All Aboard Florida.  It is a thinly disguised attempt to upgrade the road bed and tracks in
 order to enhance freight rail traffic.  A major hedge fund wishes to profit from AAF.  AAF
 would become the major transit artery for the newly deepened Miami port.  Passenger traffic
 between Miami and Orlando would be minimal.  It would be unrealistically expensive and
 inconvenient for all except those going only to the Orlando airport.  Surprise, it would be
 found that 16 round trips per day would be impractical and likely diminish to only a couple
 per day.
    There is an infinitely more practical route north which goes to the west of the major
 population centers in Miami-Dade, Broward, Palm Beach and Martin counties.  This would be
 a boon to shippers and markedly reduce the impact on the lives of citizens living along the
 corridor proposed by AAF.
    We travel frequently across AAF tracks in the Jupiter, Tequesta, and Palm Beach Gardens
 areas.  The impact of AAF on us as well as other citizens will be significant and result in a
 degradation of the quality of life of those impacted by the proposed changes.
    Finally, it is clear that many of the bridges used by this route are elderly and it is likely the
 constant opening and closing of them will one, interfere with boat traffic and two, will
 severely stress the bridges.  Bridge closures for repairs can be expected.  I believe that the
 Coast Guard has expressed a similar concern.
    Please consider the scheming done by the hedge fund and its minions.  It’s the second best
 route for the shippers and our quality of life will be negatively affected.  Accepting AAF will
 enrich a limited number of people at the expense of the lives of tens, if not hundreds of
 thousands of ordinary citizens.
Thank you’re your consideration.
Robert J. Ashmore, Ph.D.
Chari A. Campbell, Ph.D.
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From: cindy keim
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:56:45 AM

This is the worst decision possible for the residents along the coast.  The number of trains a day, bridges opening
 ,both for boats and trains, will make driving in this area next to impossible.  It will be a major hazard for medical
 responders and fire equipment.  Getting to a hospital will be difficult.  Please consider our well being, the tax
 payers,  and not just what money you think this fiasco will bring into the state.  It is not wanted nor is it needed!!!!!!

Cindy Keim
233 Cove Place
Jupiter Inlet Colony, Florida 33469
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From: Sally & Mike Fowler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:03:54 PM

Mr. John Winkle,

As we all should know, there is a NUCLEAR POWER PLANT on South Hutchinson Island in Saint Lucie County.

The emergency exit plan for the residents crosses the tracks in Fort Pierce and Jensen Beach.  We all know that an
 Emergency exit from the Island, in Season, will be a major traffic jam with the current road conditions.  Will the
 trains be stopped when this emergency occurs?  Has there been any discussions on this topic?  Has the Nuclear
 Regulatory Commission expressed any concerns?

Please, make sure this topic is put into consideration.

Thank You,

Michael Fowler

mailto:sallymikef@yahoo.com
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From: CEDAR POINTE VILLAG
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:06:21 PM
Attachments: Document - Federal Railroad Administration Letter - Created Dec 03, 2014.pdf

Please see attached letter. 

Thank you.
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CEDAR POINTE 
CONDOMINIUM 


Cedar Pointe Village Eight Association, Inc. 
2929 S.E. Ocean Boulevard • Stuart, Florida 34996 • 772-287-3253 • Fax 772-781-1533 


Email - cpvillage8gbellsoutEnet 


December 03, 2014 


John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W 38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 


Re: All Aboard Florida 


Dear Mr. Winkle; 


We are part of Cedar Pointe Villages which consists of 630 family residences. A large portion of them are 
occupied year round with the balance being privately owned and occupied periodically annually. 
We object to the report by Fortress Investment Group and the environmental impact document that they 
released regarding expansion of the FEC's right of way north from West Palm Beach. 
Our debt ridden government would be throwing away nearly $2 billion which it does not have, to fund this 
irresponsible program. The Federal Railroad Administration must take a serious look at this request and 
realize that it is a money losing proposition and should be denied. 
There is no rationale in considering subsidizing a system that is at best obsolete. When the Martin 
County Commissioners received the Engineers report it showed that the AAF impact statement was 
misleading and included many misleading statements. Observations made by qualified analysts 
have strongly suggested that all freight tracks need to be relocated to the west in the vicinity of 1-95. 
When the Federal Highway commission determined that when Interstate 95 was designed it had to be 
moved away from the congested areas that US #1 highway occupied. This prescience of locating it away 
from highly developed areas was a significant factor in it's obvious success. 
With this same insight it would be prudent of the FRA to alter the path of AAF to a more sparsely 
populated area ,as has been recommended, where land is available but still within ease of access to future 
possible sidings. 


We are asking the administration to please listen to the criticism from so many folks in the path that has 
been proposed for substantial increase in freight train traffic as well as passenger service. All involved 
must consider the proper relocation of this entire project. The current request for funds should be denied. 


Sincerely, 


Cedar Pointe V-8 Association I, 
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From: John Stasky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:20:46 PM

I live in Stuart, Florida 34997. I am writing to try to convince you to oppose the idea of “All
 Aboard Florida”. It is wrong on so many levels. The Federal Government should not support
 the idea. In the last eighty (80)  years, no passenger rail service has succeeded. This is a ploy
 to establish a transportation route for cargo which will be coming into the Port of Miami
 when the Panama Canal expands. There are rail lines to the west which can be turned into a
 greenway and accommodate passenger and freight rail service and not interfere with the
 cities and towns on the eastern rail corridor.
I, and my family, STRONGLY oppose “All Aboard Florida”. We do not want tax dollars spent to
 destroy our communities.
Sincerely,
John & Theresa Stasky
1148 SE Kirk St.
Stuart, FL 34997 
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From: Jenifer Najjar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:22:14 PM

John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 20590.

I am against the proposed All Aboard Florida's route that will take it through my small town of
 Fort Pierce, Florida. I travel along the current railway daily and can not fathom the idea of
 more trains. It would destroy what little economic growth is along our coastal communities,
 as our County is still trying to recuperate from the last recession.

Jenifer Najjar
2700 S. 26th Street
Fort Pierce, Florida 34981
JenNajjar@gmail.com

mailto:jennajjar@gmail.com
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From: Spirit !!
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:29:21 PM

To whom it may concern,

        I am strongly against All Aboard Florida's  plan or no-sense plan that is proposed, now!  
  I find it rude, to bring the lies and  devastation ( physically, mentally emotionally  and
 environmentally) to the Treasure Coast.  We are struggling to move ahead  The waterways
 and peace and tranquility are what we are striving to sell!  AAF  will destroy  any chance
 forever .... I, in no way want to foot a bill for this, AND  be responsible for your non- user
 failure!!                                                                If AAF  is truly on the up & up with the
 stories being told to us,  then have an Independent  Impact statement ( that AFF or companies
 don't control outcome)  and vote by the people  where "WE"  want our money to be spent. 
 Let "WE THE PEOPLE" know the REAL TRUTH !!                                                                
              As of now, this report DOES NOT add up to the truth.!!                                  Look at
 an Ariel view of Florida,   That alone would show anyone,  the Treasure Coast  is not the best
 place for  AAF  or cargo trains to operate!!                               TIME TO THINK OF THE
 REAL FUTURE--- GO MONORAIL  AND                                                                                
                                                                                        GO INLAND OR GO AWAY !!!!        
                                                                                                                                                        
                                       B. Torrillo, PSL. FLA 

mailto:spirit4spirit@gmail.com
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From: Michael Stephanoff
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:34:56 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle:
It is more than apparent that the proposed All Aboard Florida is nothing more than a
 ruse to conceal the real purpose of additional trains running the corridor. Amtrak has
 been around obviously far longer in the passenger business and to this day is not
 profitable, requiring annual Government subsidies.
With the expansion of the Panama Canal and the impending increase of cargo
 containers into the Southern Florida ports, it won't take them long to tell us that the
 passenger business isn't viable and they need to start pounding the rails with
 additional freight traffic.
Skip the politics, make them use their own money and move this to the west.

M. Stephanoff
Resident

mailto:mstephanoff@att.net
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From: Dave Derrenbacker
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:39:00 PM

Mr. Winkle, I am writing to express my deep concern over the All Aboard Florida project. 
 
I am a real estate broker and a Martin County homeowner.  The economic impact that the passenger
 trains along with the additional freight trains will have on our community is not acceptable.  I have
 already had customers who live on the water west of the tracks call to ask me to find them
 something east of the tracks.  All Aboard Florida is sure to affect property values for all waterfront
 homes west of the tracks in Martin and St Lucie Counties. 
 
In addition, Downtown Stuart has enjoyed a rebirth over the last 20 years.  Allowing additional rail
 traffic to dissect our quaint downtown will only hurt those businesses just when these store owners
 are starting to recover from the recession. 
 
I urge all decision makers to consider a western route for All Aboard Florida; one that will have a
 much smaller impact on property values and citizens way of life.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Dave Derrenbacker
Broker
Water Pointe Realty Group
3727 East Ocean Blvd  Suite 100  Stuart, Florida 34996
844 SE Becker Road  Port St. Lucie, Florida  34983
Office - 772-220-4343
www.WaterPointe.com
 
 
 

mailto:Dave@WaterPointe.com
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From: Florida NOT All Aboard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:41:08 PM

12/3/2014

 

Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue,

SE Room W38-311

Washington, DC 20590

 

Dear Mr. Winkle,

 

South Florida has two passenger rail services that are already hemorrhaging money.  Tri-rail
 and Amtrak lost over $100 million dollars, combined, in this market in 2013 alone.  Amtrak
 already travels from Miami to Orlando and does not have the need for more than four trips. 
 The FRA should not be considering funding a third passenger rail system in a market already
 proven not to be able to operate at a profit.

 

As the director of a group that represents over 40,000 people that have signed a petition
 AGAINST All Aboard Florida roaring through our communities and the use of our
 government being a conduit of funding for this private project, I ask that the FRA:

            1) Guarantee this project will be feasible and will not cost the taxpayers any money.  If
 AAF cannot cover its costs, the taxpayers will be returned every penny loaned/given to this
 project.  Taxpayers do not want to own a bankrupt railroad.  We already believe it will be a 
 big loser. This project is already costing the taxpayers 100,000's of dollars in time responding
 to a woefully inadequate DEIS.

            2)  Respond to various government requests to provide a complete EIS that addresses
 all community concerns.  The DEIS presented is inaccurate and therefore not credible.  This
 concern is detailed in many responses from our government representatives and residents that
 have responded to the DEIS along the FEC corridor.

 

Mr. Winkle, it is the responsibility of our government officials that spend our tax dollars to
 make sure our hard-earned money is spent judiciously and wisely.  We do not believe this

mailto:floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
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 project is viable and therefore approving and monies to this project is neither judicious or
 wise.  We no do not believe any money should be directed to this project via the RRIF loan or
 PABs.

 

We respectfully request the DEIS not be approved as written, and the RRIF loan denied
 because we believe the project is not feasible.

 

 

Sincerely,

 

K.C. Traylor

Director

Florida NOT All Aboard

-- 

“Never doubt that a small group of thoughtful, committed, citizens can change the world. Indeed,
 it is the only thing that ever has.” 
― Margaret Mead

http://www.goodreads.com/author/show/61107.Margaret_Mead


From: Mike Berger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:02:44 PM

Dear Sir,
I urge you to reject AAF's proposed route through South Florida.  The stated route on the
 existing FEC tracks will destroy the small towns along the way.  Any of the three other routes
 under consideration would be better for the people of Florida, reduce impacts on the
 environment, reduce rail crossings and stop the inevitable property declines that will come
 from increased rail traffic.

Mike Berger

mailto:captainmikeberger@gmail.com
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From: Ann Powell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:11:43 PM

Please reroute All Aboard Florida so that it doesn't divide Stuart, FL into pieces.  
The train already goes through town enough times a day and night.  Sending a high 
speed train through the middle of a beautiful bustling town is just wrong and 
damaging to Florida.  If a high speed train is needed figure out a way to put it near 
the expressway or mid-state.  

Please listen to the people.

Ann Powell
4300 SE. St. Lucie Blvd.
Stuart, FL  34997

mailto:manatee.harbor@yahoo.com
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From: Carla Kearns
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:12:08 PM

Please put a stop to AAF!!  There is no benefit to many of the communities that all the trains will travel through!! 

I live in Martin County and do NOT think AAF should come through our peaceful little town.  32 trains a day plus
 the other freight trains would be way too much!!  Not to mention what all those extra trains would do to
  the existing, aging  infrastructure.  I doubt the train bridge over the water could handle that many extra openings
 and closings per day for very long. 

We in Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River counties would get absolutely NO benefit from these trains.  Personally, I
 can't believe there are that many people per day that would want to go between Orlando and Miami!  When they
 can't fill the trains with people they will probably send additional freight trains instead - since they've already
 worked on the Port of Miami and the Panama Canal so they can handle more and bigger container ships.
  AAF won't let anyone look at the studies that supposedly back up the need for passenger trains.  I wonder why
 that is - what are they hiding???

These trains would interrupt the boating in the area, which is a major part of our economy.  They would also
 impede the passing of emergency vehicles to and from the hospitals. - another reason they shouldn't go through
 our downtown area. 

If there is no way to stop the passenger trains altogether, then at the very least, make them route the trains out
 west somewhere on existing tracks, the further the better!  They DO NOT need to run through our downtown
 areas! 

Thanks,
Carla 

Carla Kearns 
Kearns Agency of Florida, Inc. 
2334 NE Dixie Hwy.
Jensen Beach, FL  34957 
772-334-5822

mailto:cpkearns@kearnsagencyfl.com
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From: Patty Sherrard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:02:21 PM

I am writing to express my discontent with the present plan to have the rail run along the east
 coast of FL.  This will take it directly through small towns and add to traffic problems that
 already exist.  It is my sincere hope and desire that you scratch this plan and look at land west
 of 95 which is already in use by Amtrak.  Please consider what it means to live in one of these
 small towns, and the impact you will be placing on our shoulders.  We are not against the plan
 itself – simply the location.  Move it west, and do all of us a great favor.
 
Thank you,
 
Patty Sherrard
 

mailto:psherrard@jupiterchristian.org
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From: Bill Murphy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:59:47 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am a native Floridian who grew up in Coral Gables.  My family pioneered that city.  We have worked to
 make our area of the country beautiful and with planning and zoning regulations that are tighter than any
 place else.  I realize this is lucrative idea that will serve you, Miami, Palm Beach, Orlando and Disney
 Corp.  Those areas of our state have benefitted by changing rules and getting people with huge amounts
 of money to decide the future of those areas.  Miami is out of control with people and problems.  Palm
 Beach is experiencing great growth with outsiders bringing buildings that are not desired by the
 residents, the hope of gambling because outsiders think it would be great to fleece people while they on
 vacation or as retirement recreation.  Along with these ideas come the drug trade, robberies, and violent
 behavior.  Everyone wants apiece of our pie and those same people DON’T want any of this in THEIR
 area.  Florida is fat cats with big money waiting to be plucked by people with the community breaking
 ideas.  Like anyone with manners, I don’t mind others enjoying our weather, cuisine, water sports, sports
 and meeting the people.  I DO mind people that come into “the natives home” and decide that “my home”
 is in the way of your ideas and one runs all over what we want in our state for lining their own pockets at
 our expense.  I will give you a REAL example.
 
Example:  My father was a well known architect who had his work show cased in magazines and
 newspapers.  One day when he arrived at his office there was a group of men from New York who
 wanted to knock down the “Douglas Entrance”, of which you should be familiar if your offices are in Coral
 Gables as the newspaper states, to build a chain food store called Food Fair.  These people had picked
 a location that had plenty of people to support the store and make it a valuable venture.  My father was
 furious that people would come from out of town and insult our city by tearing down a magnificent
 reproduction of a building in Spain.  It is heralded by those who know of its existence.  Of course, those
 people didn’t care because they were destroying “ someone else’s treasure”.  What if I wanted to tear
 down the Lincoln Memorial?  It would be a great hot dog stand for tourists on the mall.
 
Vero Beach is a lovely city with low crime rate and many amenities to enjoy in a calm and safe town way. 
 I beg you to please think more like a native. There are miles and miles of empty land west of these cities
 that could achieve your goals without destroying our city and the traffic patterns that keep us connected
 to health care.
 
My family knew Mr. Disney’s partner socially and this was always a dream of Mr. Disney so he could
 accommodate his customers.  We get it.  This end can be achieved without destroying those from Palm
 Beach to Orlando.  It is time to rethink the plan.  In the end you will achieve your goal and we will not be
 resentful of your entity.
 
Yours truly,
 
Loretto Haley Murphy
 
 
 

mailto:blmurphy57@gmail.com
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From: Sandra Wilcox
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:21:58 PM

To whom it may concern:
 
We vehemently object to the passenger train service going through the Treasure Coast.  We
 who live east of the tracks will be divided from the rest of the City of Stuart as we’re sure
 Hobe Sound residents and businesses will be.  We won’t comment on Vero Beach because we
 don’t go there often.  But I’m sure those people on the “wrong side of the tracks” will be
 detrimentally affected, as well.  These trains will directly affect our trips to our hospital, our
 doctors, even our grocery stores and all of Federal Highway.  I wonder how many lawsuits will
 be derived from people dying due to delayed emergency medical services because of the
 frequency of the railroad crossing closings.
 
Millions of dollars were spent refurbishing downtown Stuart.  The businesses there are
 flourishing, even with Confusion Corner and limited parking.  People from all over Stuart
 frequent downtown Stuart.  Again, these trains will divide downtown Stuart and the rest of
 the city.

mailto:dahlia1643@comcast.net
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From: T M Adger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:30:24 PM

Passenger rail service already exists between Miami and Orlando.  It is Amtrak over CSX rail.  It
 goes from Miami(where connections to Tri-Rail and Metro Dade already exists) to Orlando.  It
 parallels the proposed AAF route as far as West Palm Beach, where it heads Northwest thru
 Okeechobee, Sebring, Kissimmee, and to Orlando.  This route is shorter than the proposed
 AAF route, and will not require totally new track between Cocoa and Orlando, which will have
 significant environmental damage and negative social impacts.
 
If the CSX route were chosen and the need for double tracking became apparent, it would be
 done through country that is mostly rural, either ranchland, farmland, or undeveloped.  You
 would still have some environmental damage, but not as much as the AAF route.  The CSX
 route would also not have the severe social damage of the AAF route, which goes through
 some of the most heavily populated areas in Florida.
 
In the early 1990’s while I was Port Director of the Port of Fort Pierce, we made the first
 significant improvements to the port in 50 years.  The inlet and turning basin were widened
 and deepened, and permitted plans were in place to construct additional berths.  This caught
 the attention of the FEC Railroad.  They had in years past had rail/barge traffic between West
 Palm Beach and Cuba, which stopped when Castro took over.  The FEC foresaw the day when
 Cuba would reopen.  The WPB port was no longer an option, as that port was using the
 previous space for other activities.
 
I met three times in St. Augustine with the President and Chief Engineer of the FEC.  During
 one of the meetings, the subject of passenger rail service resuming came up.  The President
 laughed, and said: “why in the world would we want the aggravation and liability,  not to
 mention the cost of rebuilding terminal facilities, that would go along with passenger service. 
 We are doing just fine as a freight only railroad.”
 
At the public meeting in Port St. Lucie, I picked up a handout called Project Impacts.  There
 was a section called Screened Alternatives.  It stated that “The CSX Corridor didn’t meet trip
 time requirements.”  I don’t know what that means.  I suspect it would meet “trip time
 requirements” if parallel track were to be built, the same as is being proposed for the AAF
 route.  It appears this alternative did not get the attention it deserved.
 
T. Morris Adger
11309 Ridge Avenue
Fort Pierce, FL 34982
772-882-8594

mailto:adger@comcast.net
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From: Bill Kasdon
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, December 5, 2014 12:52:09 PM

Kindly add the strong opposition of myself and my wife, two registered voters in
 martin County, to the plan to run AAF trains along the existing FECR track.
William Kasdon
Maureen kasdon
8270 SE Sanctuary Drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

mailto:kasman_ack@yahoo.com
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From: MTPJWP@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: chaspayson@bellsouth.net; chrissmith999@bellsouth.net; len@sucsy.com; oceanblue09@hotmail.com;

 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; JNegron@gunster.com; eve.samples@scripps.com;
 charlstonh@aol.com; grauth@tji.martin.fl.us

Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:03:48 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
As a long time resident of Martin County, I have expressed my opposition to All Aboard Florida to a
 number of agencies, including the Coast Guard and Governor Scott. I have multiple reasons to be
 opposed, from my position as Chairman of the Town of Jupiter Island's Local Planning Agency, and as an
 individual based upon over 50 years of enjoying the waters of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee rivers, both
 of which will be severely impacted by the extended bridge closings.
 
However, more recently two things have reached my desk that have increased my opposition:
 
1.  I have seen the report Capt. Goward, USCG RET, has made on the bridges over the Loxahatchee and
 the St. Lucie rivers, and saw how dangerous it is even to continue the current use of the bridges, never
 mind permitting the additional traffic of 32 high speed trains and over 20 freight trains, some as long as
 three miles, and carrying, among other things, hazardous cargo including jet fuel.  The Loxahatchee
 bridge is in such poor condition that, on occasion, large pieces of the bridge have fallen into the river
 causing damage to passing vessels.
 
2.  The derailment of a freight train in Santa Rosa County, tank cars included, with some cars ending up
 lying on their sides off the tracks.  Luckily the cars were empty, but the report said that it will take some
 time before the cars can be removed and the crossing reopened.
 
My son, Charles (Chas) Payson, operates a recording studio, Echo Beach Studios, on the East side of the
 tracks, not far South of the railroad bridge in Jupiter.  Should the bridge cause a derailment of the tank
 cars that will be filled, I can envision a disaster akin to the horror in Lac-Megantic, Canada, where much
 of the town was wiped off the map and many of its people incinerated.  As now the reasons for my
 opposition have become more personal, I plead to keep my son and his staff and clients, who include
 some well known entertainers, safe, and do not permit All Aboard Florida to proceed.  Failing that, at
 least require them to stop train passage along the Eastern corridor until the FEC replaces both bridges
 with ones that meet current standards of passage and safety.
 
Mr. Winkle, it has become obvious to me that All Aboard Florida erred in acquiring the wrong railroad.  If
 they had instead made the arrangements with CSX and Amtrak to use and expand their tracks to our
 West, they would have run through chiefly farmland, and a few farming communities, and had to rebuild
 but one bridge over the navigable intercoastal canal.  We who live, work and play on the Treasure Coast
 should not have to suffer because Fortress Investment Group bought the wrong railroad.
 
I close by saying I am not opposed to rail travel in general.  In fact, my wife and I prefer to travel by train
 going North and South on either the Silver Meteor or the Autotrain, and in the past have written our
 representatives in Florida and in Maine asking to keep the subsidies.  We always book bedrooms, and
 have found the staff on board personable and with an everlasting willingness to be helpful in catering to
 our needs.  When up North, I also travel on the Acela usually from New York to Boston-Rte 128 station.
 
Sincerely,
 
John W. Payson
11450 SE Dixie Highway
Suite 206
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
772-546-2999 Office
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From: Jose M. Alvarez
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: lmurphy137@aol.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:23:16 PM

Mr. John Winkle:
My name is Jose M. Alvarez. I have been a resident of the town of
 Jupiter, Florida since 1997 and a resident of Florida since 1955.
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed train service
 knows as “All Aboard Florida”. The following are the reasons for my
 opposition:
My home is in the Jupiter Harbour community, 1000 N US HWY 1,
 with a population of 97 condo units and 124 town homes, a marina,
 office building and a restaurant currently under renovation.
Jupiter Medical Center is about one and a half miles on the west
 side of Alt A1A and requires crossing the railroad tracks to be
 accessed. The AAF proposed frequency of 38 trips per day makes it a
 delay hazard and railroad crossing risk to access the hospital; the
 whistle blowing, track noise, and railroad crossings risk makes it
 intrusive and limits West and East access from Indiantown Road,
 the main road for West and East travel.
My family boating on the intra costal will be negatively impacted by
 lowering of the bridge at the Loxahatchee junction impeding access
 and creating a hazard when boating West and East on the
 Loxahatchee river. There are thousands of residents and boaters in
 Jupiter, Tequesta, Juno Beach and many other West Palm towns
 affected by this unnecessary, intrusive, and costly train service.
Therefore, as a resident of Florida, and a citizen of the USA, I
 respectfully oppose and will support any court action to stop All
 Aboard Florida’s unnecessary train service.
Jose M. Alvarez
1000 N US HWY 1 BA 401
Jupiter, Fl. 33477
jptrjose@gmail.com
561-714-6888 Mobile
561-748-9122 Home   
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From: gauncefn@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:26:48 PM

I have read  recent comments in your paper in regard to the All Aboard Florida
 potential
route through our area for speedy transportation from Miami to Orlando.  I am very
 much
against that plan.  I think the federal government should be made very much aware of
 the
negative impacts that it would have to our area.  Recently, I was in Stuart at a time
 when
the current train was present, and the gridlock that happened was unbelieveable.  It
 tied
up the whole area for well over an hour.  People were trying to get out of the mess
 and
their second and third choices to get ti their destination were worse than their first
 choice.
If this can happen on an ordinary day now, I would hate to think of an addition of 30 or
 so
interruptions per day.  People would not want to live there.   There would be more
 prob-
lems on the waterways, there would be more air pollution, and noise pollution.  A
gentleman a few weeks ago suggested the AAF use an alternate route along the
 Florida
Turnpike.  That would make much more sense.  If they do all of the upgrades that
 would 
be necessary to even make it somewhat acceptable to the area residents, it would
probably cost more than that alternate route, and our area would have permanently
 lost
a great deall of the quality of life that we enjoy here.  
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From: Fred Bowen-Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:46:16 PM

Attn:   Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 
 
Dear Sir:            
  
To impose high speed, non-service transit thru neighborhoods, towns, and small
 communities is not consistent with successful urban planning models.  The environmental
 impact will be immense.  Both the physical and psychological health of these communities
 will deteriorate. What was once prime and desirable family communities will evolve into
 desolate semi-commercial neighborhood.
 
Logical answers abound.  Place mass transit systems near one another.  Create service hubs
 and parking areas.  Move dangerous transit systems out of people's yards and into
 undeveloped areas without harm to the population and local economics. 
 
Help build real community growth, wealth and well being. Do not destroy the fabric of
 small towns which makes America great. 
 
 
Sincerely,
Fred Bowen-Smith
President
 
www.KitchenStrand.us
 
8914 SE. Bridge Road, Hobe Sound, Fl. 33455
Handcrafted Custom Kitchens, casework, baths and wine rooms
 
Office  -  772-546-1306
Fax  -  772-546-9166
Cell  -  772-263-3543
fred@kitchenstrand.us
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From: Walter Veit
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:48:31 PM

This project, and other rail connectivity improvements, is long overdue for a state which has
 the ideal geography for it and is lacking in city-to-city transportation other than by private
 automobiles and by airlines, both of which are being hampered by grid/runway lock. The
 wastefulness and inconvenience of relying on such narrow choices seriously compromises
 economic productivity in a state which relies on tourism by both domestic and foreign
 visitors, especially those coming from states and countries that have modern rail systems. 
What is the cost of not making improvements such as these in the long run? 
We should not be hostage to parochial objections when the problem is not local, but regional.
 In virtually all other states and cities in which rail transportation has been implemented
 passenger ridership has surpassed projections. This improvement between the most populous
 regions of Florida should have been done ages ago. Let's bring Florida into the 21st century
 and improve the quality of life for everyone.
Walter C. Veit
Orlando, FL 328129
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From: Rose Shepherd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:14:46 PM

How could anyone consider this okay?  All you have to do is drive the route of the train tracks
 to see how many households would be negatively impacted. The trains, presently, are a major
 intrusion to our quality of life.  There are NO positive benefits for anyone from Palm Beach
 to Orlando.  Please stop this negative impact on our quality of life.

Sincerely,

Dave and Rose Shepherd
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From: SHERI
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:16:30 PM

I am against the All Aboard Florida.
The impact that this will bring to the treasure coast cannot be measured, the traffic
 alone is going to be a BIG problem.  The trains that go by disrupt the flow of traffic as
 it is now.  The nature
aspect is also a big concern to the people who live here, who love to fish, and nature
 walk not to mention the animals habitat be disrupted.  This is not what the Treasure
 Coast  needs, we have trains all ready.  We are being railroaded.
We as tax payers will be footing the bill for this, as it has been proven time and time
 again with the railroad.  NO AAF FEC!!
 
 
Florida Tax Payer,
Sheri Ayars
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From: tomdisarno@jupiterinletcolony.org
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:40:13 PM
Importance: High

John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590.

Dear Mr. Winkle,

I am writing this letter with great concern regarding the negative impact that All Aboard
 Florida will have to our community and surrounding communities.  To begin with, the
 estimated passenger usage projected is grossly overstated. It just doesn't add up.  Where
 will all these passengers come from?  Trains will be running at very low capacity and a
 failure as a business model.

Another major negative impact as you know is on the waterways.  Both the 707 and US-1
 bridges open on demand due to the dangerous currents in the water.  As it is now, boats
 can back up making it extremely dangerous for all involved.  

If the current is bad enough to open on demand, how will it NOT create pure havoc and
 potentially deadly situations by adding wait times when lowering and raising an antiquated
 bridge, even with upgrades. 

On the streets surrounding both bridges, vehicle traffic backs up to grid lock already,
 especially during the winter high-occupancy months.  Adding more openings and longer
 waits is just poor planning and complete disregard to the general public.

The passenger business model is a loser and freight will be a reality.  We've been told it
 can't be stopped.  I believe it can and should be for the pure safety concerns not to
 mention the quality of life for all residents.  This entire project benefits very few at the cost
 of the entire Treasure Coast.  I ask that all resources available be used to stop this project.

Respectfully yours,

Thomas M. DiSarno
Vice-Mayor
Roads and Walkways
Town of Jupiter Inlet Colony
Direct:  561-301-2083

1 Colony Road
Jupiter Inlet Colony, Fl 33469
Office:  561-746-3787
Fax:     561-746-1068
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From: Cindi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:50:55 PM

I hope All Aboard Florida never happens! Thirty-two trains a day would ruin our neighborhood!
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:cindilwebster@aol.com
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From: Bob & Phyllis Bartlett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:10:52 PM

We are very much against this train going thru our county. It will disrupt traffic, boating and life in general. It has
 absolutely no benefit to us whatsoever. Please do whatever you can to stop this evasive and aggressive endeavor.

Phyllis and Bob Bartlett
Vero Beach, Florida

Sent from my iPad
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From: Edna Watters
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:39:19 PM

I protest high speed trains traveling thru small towns on the Treasure Coast.
Take the trains out to the west of the turnpike where they will Not  interrupt
the traffic flow of our areas..
Emergency vehicles cross the current tracks many times a day, with delays at the
crossings many lives could be lost.. Let's consider all the impacts..

A concerned resident of Vero Beach
Sent from my iPad

mailto:icubige@gmail.com
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From: Pauline Fisher
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:44:30 PM

DATE: _12/3/14____________

TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com 
(AAF_comments@vhb.com)

FROM: Pauline Fisher____________________ your email address  
pollygolly@bellsouth.net _______________ ____________________

Mailing address_9875 Riverview Drive  Sebastian, FL 32976 
____________________________________________________________
______

Dear Sir: 

I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have 
forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and 
comment.

The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like 
noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight 
and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There
 has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with 
misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South 
Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is 
nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used 
by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or 
stations “sometime in the future.”  

The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior 
residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east 
parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious 
impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be 
separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be
 limited by increased delays at crossing. 

mailto:pollygolly@bellsouth.net
mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.gov
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Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high 
speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to
 the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    

Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. 
Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its 
right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are 
being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood 
community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge 
construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an 
endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone 
issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. 
Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and 
included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national
 importance and in critical need of restoration.

Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to 
Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 

I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft 
Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due 
diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet,
 tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment 
to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train 
adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.

 

Sincerely yours,

Pauline Fisher



From: John Wojciechowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:53:32 PM

As a resident of Hobe Sound, I am totally against All Aboard Florida. It will have an adverse impact on the Treasure
 Coast as we know it today. We live between Bridge road and Osprey road and hear the trains coming through at
 night frequently. I can't imagine 32 trains per day between freight and rail passengers at a high rate of speed, traffic
 and boat congestion, emergency medical hold-up,etc. The negative impact of this decision will result in real estate
 losses for both private residences and business owners. I can see the For Sale signs already!

Linda Wojciechowski
8880 SE Bayberry Terrace
Hobe Sound, Florida 33455
Sent from my iPad

mailto:jlwojcie@yahoo.com
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From: Nancy Horrigan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:53:48 PM

LItterally everyone I know and I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida as we, in Stuart
 are a small town that is literally halfed by the rails that go through.  The number of
 times our lives will be disrupted by this proposal is unacceptable. PLEASE do not let
 this proposal become our worst nightmare.  I am a long time educator who has
 raised my children in Stuart and I know not one person who is in favor of this.
Most Sincerely,
Nancy Horrigan
Stuart Fl

mailto:marlinsea@yahoo.com
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From: rfish01@bellsouth.net
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_COMMENTS@vhe.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:02:53 PM

Dear Sir: 

I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have 
forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and 
comment.

The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like 
noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight 
and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There
 has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with 
misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South 
Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is 
nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used 
by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or 
stations “sometime in the future.”  

The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior 
residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east 
parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious 
impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be 
separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be
 limited by increased delays at crossing. 

Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high 
speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to
 the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    

Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. 
Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its 
right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are 
being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood 
community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge 
construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an 
endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone 
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issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. 
Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and 
included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national
 importance and in critical need of restoration.

Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to 
Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 

I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft 
Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due 
diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet,
 tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment 
to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train 
adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.

 

Sincerely yours,

Richard Fisher
rfish01@bellsouth.net
Mailing address_9875 Riverview Drive  Sebastian, FL 32976 

mailto:rfish01@bellsouth.net


From: Patty Laubaugh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:44:37 PM
Attachments: Document1.docx
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I am writing to ask that the project proposal for All Aboard Florida NOT be approved. 



In addition to the gross waste of taxpayer dollars to fund a private business venture, All Aboard Florida will cause a disparate impact to the public right of navigation.

 

I live approximately one mile from the tracks that these trains will travel. The impact, on the major intersection (5 Points), that borders this track will be a nightmare. (Delays, congestion, not to mention the noise, to the surrounding neighborhoods.)



My son lives beyond the proposed New River train bridge crossing and the additional proposed closures of the bridge will essentially render his property (along with thousands of others') land locked.  The train bridge as currently constructed effectively closes a major commercial and recreational waterway  when it is in use. 



The damage that All Aboard Florida, a private business, will do to the commercial and recreational boating industry is unjust and not in the public interest.  



Patty Laubaugh

2116 NE 24 Street

Wilton Manors, FL 33305





From: Stan Tippin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:24 PM

Besides the many reasons AAF would have a major negative impact  on Brevard, Indian River, St.
 Lucie, and Martin counties, there is another negative reason that I have not heard mentioned.  It 
 is the fact that, as desperately as we need conventional passenger train service resumed in the
 Jacksonville-Miami corridor, in order to relieve vehicle traffic on the highways, establishing AAF
 high-speed rail service on those tracks will permanently remove the possibility of establishing
 conventional rail traffic in the future.

AAF would benefit a select group, at the great cost to the Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, and
 Martin County residents, and permanently deprive those citizens of ever receiving passenger rail
 service in the future.

There is no way to justify the negative impact on these citizens, with absolutely no benefits, solely
 for the sake big business, and the citizens of Orange, Palm Beach, Broward, and Dade Counties.

We resoundingly OPPOSE AAF on the East Coast of Florida !!!!!

Stanley L. Tippin
726 34th Ave, SW
Vero Beach, FL 32968

mailto:stantippin@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:eve.samples@tcpalm.com


From: michael harrison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:08:07 PM

 I feel that The 'All Aboard Florida' is a poorly conceived idea.  It will destroy
 businesses and lives along the Treasure Coast area of the Florida East coast. 
Michael Harrison
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From: rjgriesemer@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:43:34 PM

John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration

Ladies and Gentlemen,

There are two points I'd like to make against moving forward with All Aboard Florida:

First:  The negative economic impact on the marine industry.  The three railroad
 bridges 
          in Jupiter, Stuart and Port Saint Lucie would never stand up to 32 openings
 and 
          closings a day plus the additional freight train traffic.  The breakdown of any
 one of
          these bridges would cause havoc to the marine industry as well as to All
 Aboard Florida's 
          schedule.

Second:  Since there is no record of Passenger Rail Line profitability and no
 cost/benefit analysis
          to support it, there can be only one underlying reason for All Aboard Florida to
 persue this 
          project, and that is freight and the ever increasing freight traffic from the
 expansion of the 
          Panama Canal.  This is the only way for All Aboard Florida to make this line
 profitable and 
          it would have a very negative impact on the Treasure Coast, both
 environmentally and
          economically.

Sincerely,

Robert J Griesemer
Hobe Sound, Florida
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From: John Nickerson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:04:16 PM

To whom it may concern.

I'm so dead set against the expansion of any train traffic in the Florida East Coast 
 corridor of Florida between Miami and Orlando be it passenger or freight train. The
 existing traffic reeks enough havoc on our way of life on the Treasure Coast in all
 areas, safety issues, noise pollution, personal issues,  professional issues /
 concerns, and the quality of life. Any increases in train traffic will increase the safety
 and noise concerns and multiply the other concerns for all people living in / along the
 corridor. The present arrangement has out lived its usefulness. It's time to look at and
 find an alternate route for both the proposed passenger trains as well as the increase
 in freight traffic the new Port of Miami will require to service the projected trade
 goods increases. The proposed 32 daily passenger train trips will handcuff our local
 traffic, both automobile and boat at each thoroughfare / waterway they will cross.
 This will slow boat traffic to a standstill as well as  cripple the EMS services efforts to
 transport injured people needing care at the local hospitals. Waiting for trains of any
 kind has and will cost someone their life. The population of this area is growing every
 day and the waiting at the train crossings gets longer with each new face. This in
 itself indicates it's time to move the train corridor westward. More costly for the
 railroad but much more user and environmentally friendly for all involved once it is
 completed. 

The counties of Martin, St Lucie, Indian River, their businesses and their
 populations should not be left holding the bag in regards to the consequences of All
 Aboard Florida fast tracking this project through. I'm asking the Federal Railroad
 Administration to not approve the extra traffic until all avenues have been properly
 examined,vetted and are completely understood for a proper long term solution.  

Regards,

John M. Nickerson  
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From: 1hotjob
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:20:17 PM

I am opposed to AAF using and expanding the existing coastal rail lines.  This will cause
 incalculable harm to our way of life.  There is a simple solution to this problem.  Move the
 train to the west.  They can follow the turnpike to Orlando.  
The government should be looking out for the welfare of its citizens and not some
 corporation.  Our property values will decrease.  Our peaceful lives will be forever disrupted. 

I support a train to Orlando, but not at the cost of thousands of people being harmed.  Do what
 is right for the people living in the coastal areas of Florida.  Deny AAF the loan unless they
 move the train to the west. 

Thank you,

Danny Hobbs
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From: Deborah Longman-Marien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:25:19 PM

As a citizen of Brevard County, I generally approve of public transportation improvements, but it feels that this
 project is being shoved down the throats of Brevard County residents whether we want it or not. The goal seems to
 be to get people from South Florida to Orlando bypassing the citizens of this county and what we have to offer
 tourists here. After the first few years we will be charged for upkeep of the crossings, without any of the benefits
 such as stops here. Our traffic will be slowed down several times a day and we will not derive any benefits from
 these trains. If you all think we are happy with this idea here in Brevard County, think again. I am in general in
 approval of expanding transit options, but this particular option does not benefit residents of this county. It does
 nothing for tourism or business in our area, yet we will be required to pay for upkeep.  Several years ago I attended
 a workshop in Titusville that touted growing business while expanding nature tourism and preservation of nature.
 At that workshop, it was implied that All Aboard Florida would be stopping in this county at several locations,
 taking advantage of historic train stations and revitalizing downtown areas. None of those airy promises appear to
 be happening.

I also question the environmental impacts of building bridges over some of the waterways and wetland areas, since I
 am a birdwatcher, am in several environmental groups and am concerned with how sprawl affect our natural lands.

Next time you try to put a public transit, business expansion pie in the sky or other project through our area, try to
 involve local residents in the decision making rather than trying to give a sales pitch for us to swallow it after it is
 an almost fait accompli.
Deborah Longman-Marien
Rockledge, FL
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From: donald1hudson@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:53:17 PM

We are totally opposed the plan to run 32 high speed trains through our town of Vero
 Beach.  These passenger trains plus the increased freight ones will split our town
 apart.  None of our taxpayer money should be used to support it.

If it has to be done, using the CSX rail line in the west of the state would be far
 preferable.

Rosemary and Don Hudson
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From: Louise Mahoney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; frapa@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:06:34 PM

Dear Federal Railroad Administration,
I am writing to request, in the strongest of terms, that you not allow All Aboard Florida to run the route
 they propose from Orlando to Miami.  The proposed plan runs through the most densely populated areas
 of Florida 32 times a day (probably more in the future)!  

I live on the Treasure Coast in the Stuart area.  If this train is run through our cute town, it will ruin it.  The
 downtown will be cut off from the rest of town.   Traffic into town will be be at a standstill at least 38
 (including the 6 trips that currently go through town) times per day.  

With 38 trips a day of the railroad bridge being down, boating will be severely affected.  With the time
 added of getting the bridge down well in advance of the train arriving, there will be almost no time for
 boats to get through.   

I don't believe that this All Aboard Florida is about passenger traffic.  It is much more likely that it will be
 about freight from the widened Panama canal that the most use will likely come.  

Please have the All Aboard Florida run their trains from Orlando to Miami through the existing tracks west
 of here out by Lake Okeechobee. It is not fair or in this country's best interests to approve the proposed
 route especially when there is perfectly good rail track in an area that will not adversely affect a very
 large population.

Again, I am writing to request, in the strongest of terms, that you not allow All Aboard Florida to run the
 route they propose from Orlando to Miami.  I am also not in favor of lending them any money of any kind
 or have tax payers have any responsibility for this proposal that adversely affects so many residents.
  AAF will financially benefit a few but in the process, damage our whole area.

Sincerely,
Louise Mahoney
3025 SW Westlake Circle
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: J Makely
To: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;

 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov

Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 8:17:50 AM

As a resident of Stuart I am astonished that you could consider funding or assisting in funding
 this travisty.  If allowed to proceed, this enormous increase in train traffic will ruin our
 community.  FOLLOW THE MONEY...this is being done for personal gain, not for the good
 of the community

-- 
Jim Makely
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From: Steve & Joan Schroeder
To: AAF_Comments_Reply; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;

 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov

Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 6:49:49 PM

NO!  NO!  NO!
 
 
The current route would be especially disastrous for the treasure coast counties of
 Martin & St. Lucie.  Move the route West of these areas.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Schroeder
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From: Luis Emilio La Rosa Bermudez
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:35:52 AM

Dear Mr. John Winkle:

Below are my comments regarding the All Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project
 being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida.

This project definitely reduce harmful pollutants from the environment by providing an
 alternative mode of transportation. Trains are  faster, safer and more reliable and
 environmentally friendly than cars. All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy
 creating more jobs and local business.

 
Sincerely,
Luis Emilio La Rosa Bermudez
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From: Madden, Don
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:04:08 PM

 
Gentlemen,
 
Private enterprise has stepped into the breach and crafted a workable new
 passenger rail system connecting Miami and Orlando.
 
Hooray for the private sector.
 
The fact that All Aboard Florida will be running on existing transportation
 corridors, both owned and leased, is a major win for Florida’s environment.
  Complaining about a 45 second delay at a train crossing twice a day seems
 petty, but that is what I have seen.
 
If rail has any future as a passenger system in America, it has a future here in
 Florida.
 
This project is worthy of the national attention it will garner for our state. This
 is a win/win for all of us. Count me among the supporters.
 
Regards,
 
Donald Madden
 
Winter Park, Fl

mailto:DMadden@gunster.com
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From: Marra, Donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:15:20 PM

Just a note to express my support of All Aboard Florida.  I am a regular traveler to Orlando
 from South Florida via I-95.  I would welcome the option of an express train rather than the
 road.
 
I look forward to getting on board in the near future.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Marra
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From: Mike Antheil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 10:27:51 AM

Hello – I was waiting to see the environmental impacts of the Alll Aboard Florida
 project that would be released in the EIS report. After reviewing  the positive impacts
 on the environment and the minimal negative impact on boaters and traffic, myself
 and my family are most undoubtedly in support of this project. We have three small
 children and we travel to Orlando and the Disney area frequently. This would be a
 great alternative to piling in the car for a long grueling road trip. Please support the All
 Aboard Florida project.
 
Thanks,
 
 
 

 
Mike Antheil
7585 Thornlee Dr.
Lake Worth, FL 33467
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From: Kimberly J Butler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 3:24:24 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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I am a Florida resident and I support the All Aboard Florida project.  Please support this great
 project.
Thank you.
Kimberly Butler
 

 

Kimberly J Butler
Bond Administrator
 

Greene Hazel Insurance Group
10739 Deerwood Park Boulevard, Suite 200
Jacksonville, FL 32256
Direct: 904.446.3140
Main: 904.398.1234 Ext 7024
Fax: 904.396.7432
Email: kjb@greenehazel.com
Office Hours: 7:30am - 4:00pm
 
Click here to take our customer satisfaction survey

The information transmitted in this correspondence is intended only for the person or
 entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential material. If you receive this
 correspondence in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any
 computer.
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From: Barry Johnson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:17:41 AM
Attachments: image014.png
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Dear Mr. Winkle.
 
I am writing to you today in support of the railroad project planned to link Miami and Orlando, All
 Aboard Florida.
 
The Greater Miami Chamber, South Florida’s first and largest business organization, serving members
 from the Keys to the Palm Beaches and representing more than 400,000 employees through its
 members, has unanimously passed the following resolution, demonstrating the Chamber’s support for
 the project.   

Greater Miami Chamber of
 Commerce Issues Resolution in
 Support of All Aboard Florida

 
GREATER MIAMI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE ISSUES RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Miami, FL, August 21, 2014 – The Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce has voiced its support for the All
 Aboard Florida passenger rail line project.

The Chamber vetted the issue through its public policy process.  The process engaged specific Chamber
 committees and examined the issues surrounding each.  The Chamber’s process focused on open
 dialogue and member involvement, and supported by the Chamber’s Legislative Policy Committee,
 Executive Committee and Board of Directors, developed positions supported by Chamber leadership.

The Chamber supports All Aboard Florida and its parent company Florida East Coast Industries in
 constructing a 235-mile passenger railroad train between downtown Miami and Orlando, while also
 affirming support for the proposed downtown Miami central station. The project, which has been
 attempted several times in the past, is a needed transportation link between Miami and Orlando with
 key intermediate stops in Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach that will bestow substantial economic
 benefits directly to Greater Miami through increased business revenues, new construction jobs,
 increased tourism and roadway safety, and relief of traffic congestion.

mailto:bjohnson@miamichamber.com
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The Chamber recommends the approval of this project as it appears to be both economically
 sustainable -- based on the announced plan for private funding of both capital and operating costs
 and use of existing infrastructure -- and ecologically sustainable -- promoting energy efficiency by
 reducing carbon emissions and the need to travel by private car, and offering transportation solutions
 to environmental issues including decreasing short-distance flights, relieving turnpike and I-95 corridors
 by reducing the usage of cars and ultimately improving urban mobility.

In addition, the project has significant opportunities for economic stimulus as it is estimated that: the
 Florida economy will grow by more than $6 billion dollars over the next eight years; create 10,000 jobs
 per year during its construction and 5,000 permanent jobs once completed; and its economic impact
 during construction is estimated to be $143.2 million dollars for Miami-Dade County and $593.4 million
 dollars for South Florida.

                                                                                             # # #

About Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce
The Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce is the voice of business in South Florida, representing more
 than 400,000 employees of member companies. To carry out its mission, the Chamber involves the
 private sector in community leadership. For more than a century, the Chamber has been widely
 recognized and respected for its extraordinary record of economic development and community
 improvement. The Greater Miami Chamber is a proactive chamber, regularly getting engaged in issues
 important to its member companies and individuals. Its program of work is organized in six areas:
 Community Growth, Governmental Affairs, Industry Growth, International Business, Leadership Programs,
 and Marketing & Member Services.  The Chamber’s monthly luncheon is nationally recognized as one
 of the Top 10 Executive Speaking Forums in America.

Barry E. Johnson
President/CEO

Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce
South Florida’s First and Largest Business Organization
 

1601 Biscayne Boulevard, Ballroom Level
Miami, FL 33132
305-577-5424   direct
305 205-3214   wireless
305-350-7700   main 
305-371-8255   fax
bjohnson@miamichamber.com  
www.MiamiChamber.com
 

    
 

P  Please consider the environment prior to printing this email.
                                                                             

http://www.miamichamber.com/
http://www.facebook.com/miamichamber
http://www.flickr.com/photos/miamichamber/sets/
http://www.linkedin.com/company/greater-miami-chamber-of-commerce
http://twitter.com/miamichamber
http://www.youtube.com/user/greatermiamichamber


From: Erik Lembcke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:36:16 AM

As a West Palm Beach, Florida native and current resident who has lived on the treasure coast, space coast, and
 Orlando I feel very strongly in favor of the current AAF rail system proposal. Is it perfect, does it inconvenience
 some, is this project crucial for the future of Florida's urban growth model vs rural sprawl, YES!

I think the biggest opportunity rarely discussed is the corporation who is looking to relocate or expand into Florida,
 specifically SFL. One reason we miss opportunities is not our tax structure or legal environment, it's the corporate
 users ability to draw from a large enough pool of talent to justify the personnel risk of taking a chance on Florida,
 great people make and sustain great companies, nothing else. The benefits of SFL becoming the corporate hub of
 the Americas in the next decade is real but not guaranteed. This equals high paying jobs and increased tax revenue.

The objections such as noise, safety, traffic congestion, etc can all be addressed at the local government level and
 paid for by federal and state matched infrastructure dollars that require thought, diplomacy, and teamwork which is
 why we elect government officials. For instance, a road improvement at all major intersections phased over the next
 ten years where traffic flyovers allow for the smooth flow of traffic. In Stuart, the Monterey and Indian St crossings
 could be improved, in Jupiter and Melbourne, the rail bridges should be raised to accommodate vessels. This equals
 thousands of blue collar jobs and increased safety at all crossings.

How much, who pays, when does this occur??? It would be phased in and ultimately the train should run on the
 existing track prior to any final decisions about what's critical. What's important vs what's critical should be studied
 over 1-3 years of operation under current conditions.

This is not rocket science, nor is it as terrible as one might think. This is a golden opportunity to reduce CO2
 emissions, reduce rural sprawl, and create a more prosperous Florida. Don't blow this opportunity!!

Sincerely,

Erik Lembcke
321-446-1626

Sent from my iPhone
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mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Jordan Kanter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:37:31 AM

I am so excited!  Bring it on!!!

Any future plans to add an extension from Orlando to Tampa?

Best, 

Jordan K.
561-254-5027 (c)
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From: Ken Stauffer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 7:52:09 AM

To Whom It May Concern
 
I personally think that a high speed rail line from Miami to Orlando would be a great benefit for
 Florida. It will provide jobs, stimulate the economy, and will be more environmentally friendly. This
 project needs public support, so count me in.
 
All the best,
 
Ken Stauffer
Technology Assurance Labs, LLC
M 732-688-0516
F  866-734-9940
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From: Michael Goodfellow
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 18, 2014 6:34:45 PM

I live in Sebastian, a scant half-mile from the rails used by Florida East Coast, the same rails which will
 be utilized by AAF, and I simply say “Go for it.”  There is a tremendous risk involved with this
 program and, yes, it may not succeed but it still might.
 
Unlike all the keyboard commandos which have come out against the program, I am not a railroad
 expert.  I am just someone who has vision for the future.
 
Michael Goodfellow
1061 West Lakeview Drive
Sebastian, Florida 32958-8571
mikegoodfellow@bellsouth.net
772-713-7350
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From: Nuevo, Mario
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 3:53:54 PM

I have lived in Miami for over 45 years and I am extremely supportive of having an alternative mode
 of transportation between Miami and Orlando.  This passenger rail service will not only connect the
 State’s major urban areas in Southeast Florida, but will provide an alternative mode between two
 major destinations in Florida.  This will also serve Florida’s economic engine - tourism.  I am in full
 support of this project and look forward to someday taking my family on a trip to Orlando and using
 it to conduct my business within the of Florida.
 
Mario Nuevo, P.E.
Director, Business Development
URS Corporation
Civil Construction & Mining Group
7650 Corporate Center Drive
Suite 400
Miami, Florida 33126
(305) 322-8449 Mobile
(305) 513-3507 Office
mario.nuevo@urs.com

 

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If
 you receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of
 this information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.
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From: Coleman, Michael
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 8:32:22 PM
Attachments: imagebcd8df.gif@9bea0f77.87254bc3

I would like to state my support for this important transportation project for the record.
Sincerely,
Michael Coleman

Michael J. Coleman, PE
Transportation Development
1715 N. Westshore Blvd., Suite 500
Tampa, FL  33607-3999
Phone: 813-636-2643 / Mobile: 813-240-9624
Michael.Coleman@rsandh.com

Visit our website at www.rsandh.com
Connect with RS&H on Facebook Twitter LinkedIn

__________
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From: Reppert, Nicole
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 5:41:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Please see attached. Thank you.
 
Nicole Reppert
Legislative Assistant
U.S. Congressman Ander Crenshaw 
2161 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 
202-225-2501
www.crenshaw.house.gov
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From: Wayne Rose
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:25:23 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle,
Thank you for allowing me to comment concerning the Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida.  I agree
 with the findings of the DEIS and beleive that appropriate steps will be taken to mitigate
 issues at road crossings and bridges.  I beleive that the having passenger rail established on
 Florida's East coast will benefit the environment by taking vehicles off our congested
 highways and that passenger rail is an environmentally friendly way to transport people.  I
 strongly beleive that AAF should  provide intermediate stops in Brevard County to further
 mitigate impacts.  Thank you
 
Wayne Rose
340 4th Street 
Colonial Beach, VA 22443
804-224-0970
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From: Joe Hooker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 12:22:50 PM

Joe B Hooker
2114 NW Plumbago Trl
Stuart, FL 34994
 
October 13, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 
I have been following the All Aboard Florida situation for some time now, and feel
 that it is time that I speak out.
 
I am a resident of Stuart Florida, and live on the north fork of the St. Lucie River.
 
While I am in agreement that increased rail service to South Florida is a good
 idea, I think there are some serious flaws in the All Aboard Florida plan.  I am
 concerned about several areas of the plan that would have an adverse effect on
 me and the Stuart area, and would like to list these below.  
 
1. I am an avid recreational boater and feel that the additional closings of the St.
 Lucie River Railroad Bridge would severely limit the amount of time that I can
 access the surrounding waters east of the railroad bridge.  As I understand it,
 crossings would increase from 10 per day to 42 per day, over four times as
 many crossings.  
Additionally the amount of time that the bridges will be closed does not seem
 consistent with the above crossing numbers.  The report states that currently the
 bridge is closed four hours per day and will increase to 9.8 hours with the
 increased number of closures. That is only an increase of 145%, not even close
 to the 320% increase in closures.  A more reasonable figure would be 16.8
 hours; (the original four hours for current closing, plus 12.8 hours for the
 additional closings). Even at the 9.8 hours, this is a considerable amount of time
 that the bridge is closed to navigation by boating traffic.  These closings
 obviously will further restrict boat traffic from other areas of the river and
 surrounding areas.  Even at the projected rate of 9.8 hours this is a serious
 reduction in the time that one can access the St. Lucie River System and the
 Okeechobee Waterway.  
 
2. Commercial boating and boating related industry is a vital part of the Stuart
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 community.  I am concerned that the increased closures will have a seriously
 adverse effect on the economic situation of both the commercial boating
 industries and the businesses serving the recreational boaters and fishermen in
 the surrounding area, thereby creating economic pressures on the entire Stuart
 community.  
 
3. The plan calls for the routing of the tracks along much of the current rights of
 way that run through highly populated areas along much of the coast, as
 opposed to building the tracks farther inland where there is less population and
 congestion.  This just doesn't make sense.  Why would you want to put a high-
speed train running through densely populated areas when much a more
 desirable route is available inland?  Surely the train would be more efficient
 running at a higher speed inland than having to presumably slow down for
 congested areas on the proposed route.  
 
4. As I understand the plan, an additional 16 trains each way will eventually
 traverse the Treasure Coast area per day with no stops planned for the area.  It
 would seem to me that 32 more train crossings a day in the densely populated
 areas of the Treasure Coast will cause many delays in traffic and vastly increase
 the chances of accidents in and around the crossing areas.  Safety of our
 citizens must be a priority over the convenience of locating the tracks.  
 
5. What effect is the noise and vibration of 32 additional trains per day going to
 cause on the citizens and properties adjacent to the tracks.  Again the local
 citizens are asked to sacrifice their health and well-being for the convenience of
 running a train through densely populated areas.  
 
6.  While there may be some properties that would increase in value due to their
 proximity to the tracks or crossings, my guess is that the majority of adjacent
 properties will suffer a decrease in property values, creating further economic
 distress in the communities.  Additionally many areas not in the immediate
 vicinity will be affected as well, specifically many of the waterfront and adjacent
 properties that will be affected by the reduced access from the bridge closings.  
 
7. Finally, as I understand it, the trains will not stop in any of the communities
 along the Treasure Coast.  They will only serve cities to the north and south of
 us.  It would seem to me that the citizens of our area are being asked to suffer
 the above consequences of the trains coming through their area without any real
 benefit of them stopping in their area.  
 
In summary, it would seem that there are great many negatives with very few
 positives in regards to the current All Aboard Florida plan.  The citizens of our
 communities are being asked to shoulder an unfair burden for the benefit of the
 railroad and a few cities to our North and South. Surely there can be a better
 plan to minimize the negative impact on our citizens and communities.  I strongly
 urge you to not allow the current plan to move forward.    
 
 



 
Cordially,
 
 
 
Joe B Hooker



From: Willie Finklin
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Tony Brown
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:54:08 PM
Attachments: NAACP AAF.doc

Hello All, 

See the attached document for comments Indian River County NAACP's position on the All
 Aboard Florida project. 

Willie Finklin 
Branch Secretary 
NAACP Indian River County 
Unit 5151 
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To:  Florida State  NAACP


From: IRC NAACP


Subject:  Impact of the All Aboard Florida Train on Gifford, IRC


The All Aboard Florida project was initially conceived to serve tourist and business travelers between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and Orlando Florida. The funding for the project was to initially come from low interest government loans, but recently there has been a push to have a state bond issue, which means that Florida tax payers will be liable. The train will only serve Miami, Ft Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando. 


In addition to the funding issues, the All Aboard Florida project causes several adverse effects to the Indian River County area, especially the Gifford community. The increase in rail traffic includes not only high speed trains but cargo trains are a major supplement to the plan as well. A logical reason for the increase of cargo in the plan is the completion of the new Panama Canal which will greatly increase demand for cargo conveyance from Miami and Ft Lauderdale to Central Florida. 


Moreover, Gifford partly straddles but is mostly west of the train tracks. It has about a four mile direct interaction, with property adjacent to the tracks. There is no indication that there will be any structural, economical, or employment benefit to Indian River County or Gifford, but we must endure all the infringement of trains nearby, passing at high speeds on their way to other destinations.

The proximity of homes and businesses to the tracks, range from measurements in terms of yards up to miles. The noise and vibration from existing trains are almost intolerable at close proximities, and disturbing, as far as two miles away. The proposed high speed trains, travelling at speeds around 100 miles an hour creates a new dynamic, when added to the mix of other train services. 

Couple this with the expected frequency, shown in the attached table, and you get a sense of the gravity of the situation. Gifford has three road level train crossings which give residents access to grocery stores, the hospital, emergency services, and their places of employment, etc. Road closures, when trains pass at various speeds and occasionally stop, will not only be a major inconvenience and delay of activity, but also poses medical safety risks.


Likewise, increasing rail traffic will devalue properties near the railways. The adverse economic impact to property values when they are located near rail and highway traffic corridors is well documented. Increased trains will add to the issue of property decreasing, which is already an issue due to other economic reasons over the past decade. Also, there may be a need for some relocations. Parts of Gifford will be directly impacted by this new train activity, and will make a bad situation worse. Many individuals may be forced to move due to safety and personal nuisance because of the increased trains and noise associated with them. 


The Indian River County and other adjacent counties bear the brunt of this new passenger and increasing cargo services, because it is in the long open stretches that they go the fastest and frequently blow their whistles for safety. We see no direct benefit and can rationalize little indirect benefit in the future. We have collectively filed objections to the appropriate state and federal agencies, highlighting environmental, and financial concerns. These actions may have served to cause some delays, for cursory investigations and dismissive responses, but it appears that the system is on track to be built.


Sincerely, 


Anthony J. Brown 


Indian River County NAACP


Unit 5151 

Indian River County NAACP


Anthony J. Brown, President










From: Diane O"Brien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:14:14 PM
Attachments: DOC120314.pdf

Pursuant to the request of Alison Dawley, attached hereto please find the City of Melbourne, Florida
 Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida, Orlando to Miami, Florida
 Intercity Passenger Rail Project.
 
 
 
Diane E. O'Brien, Legal Assistant
City of Melbourne
900 E. Strawbridge Ave.
Melbourne, FL  32901
Tel: 321-608-7241
Fax: 321-608-7259
email: dobrien@melbourneflorida.org

mailto:dobrien@melbourneflorida.org
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:dobrien@melbourneflorida.org























From: Shelley Long
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:54:39 PM
Attachments: NMMA_Cmts_on_AAF.PDF

 
 
Shelley Long, Legal Assistant to Erin Coburn, Gary Perko and D. Kent Safriet
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Hopping Green & Sams, P.A. 
 
119 South Monroe Street, Suite 300
Tallahassee, FL  32301
 
850.425.3437 | hgslaw.com 
 
 
Notice:  The information contained in this e-mail message is Attorney/Client Privileged and confidential information intended
 only for the use of the individual or entity named above.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are
 hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have
 received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at (850) 222-7500 and delete the original
 message. Thank you.
 

mailto:ShelleyL@hgslaw.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
http://www.hgslaw.com/



 


 


 


November 25, 2014 


 


 


Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


Room W38-311, 


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE,  


Washington, DC 20590. 


Submitted via Email:  AAF_comments@vhb.com 


 


Re: All Aboard Florida  


 


Dear Ms. Winkle, 


 


The National Marine Manufacturers Association (NMMA) appreciates the opportunity to 


provide comments on the Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA’s) draft environmental impact 


statement (EIS) on Phase II of the All Aboard Florida project.  As explained below, NMMA is 


concerned that unless mitigation measures are adopted, the All Aboard Florida project will 


negatively impact South Florida’s marine industry by unreasonably obstructing vessel traffic.   


 


About NMMA 


 


NMMA is the nation’s largest recreational marine industry association.  Our 1,600 members 


include boat builders, engine manufacturers, and marine accessory manufacturers.  NMMA 


members collectively produce more than 80 percent of all recreational marine products made in 


the United States.  Recreational boating is a popular American pastime with almost 88 million 


boaters nationwide and over 12 million registered boats.   


 


The All Aboard Florida Project must provide for the Reasonable Needs of Navigation 


 


The draft EIS addresses the proposed operation of three existing, low-level bridges in South 


Florida:  the New River Bridge in Fort Lauderdale, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Jupiter, and 


the St. Lucie River Bridge in Stuart.  The proposed operation of these bridges has the potential to 


negatively impact recreational boating and marine commerce in South Florida and may create a 


conflict with federal navigational requirements.   The Rivers and Harbors Act makes clear that 


“[n]o bridge shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of any navigable 


waterway of the United States.” 33 U.S.C. § 512. The U.S. Coast Guard regulations incorporate 


this prohibition, recognizing that “[a]ll bridges are obstructions to navigation and are tolerated 


only as long as they serve the needs of land transportation while allowing for the reasonable 


needs of navigation.” 33 C.F.R. § 116.01 (emphasis added).   


 







 


 


As currently designed, the three low-level bridges must be open to enable safe passage for the 


overwhelming majority of vessels.  The proposed additional train crossings mean the low-level 


bridges will be down more often, increasing the time that maritime traffic will be unable to pass.  


Due to the increase in trains, the average total channel closure time per day during the week is 


estimated to increase from 5.8 hours to 8.6. On the weekends, the average daily closure time is 


estimated to double, growing from 3.6 hours to 7.2 hours.  These significant increases in closures 


will constrain the flow of maritime traffic on three major South Florida waterways.   


 


The Proposed Mitigation Measures should be Supplemented and Adopted 


 


The draft EIS Navigation Discipline Report includes several mitigation measures designed to 


minimize the impact of the channel closures on maritime traffic.  These measures are:   


 


 Addition of a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better 


communication with commercial vessels. 


 Develop a schedule for the down times of the bridge for passenger rail 


service. 


 Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-


accessible format. Schedules for each bridge may be posted on the AAF 


website and/or the USCG website. This will allow the boating community 


to plan their trips to avoid wait times and related costs associated with the 


Proposed Action. 


 Implement a notification sign/signal/horn at each bridge location with 


count downs to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close 


and open. 


 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 


 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during 


peak vessel travel times on holidays and major public events. 


 Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 


communication with the commercial and recreational boating 


communities. 


NMMA believes that these measures represent commonsense improvements, and recommends 


their incorporation in the final EIS.  A few mitigation measures, however, are notably missing 


and should be added.  First, the EIS should explicitly require that train schedules be managed to 


minimize the impact of bridge closures on vessel traffic.  Second, the EIS should include 


protocols for promptly notifying the public and commercial users in the event of unscheduled 


bridge closures (including for bridge operational failures).  Third, the EIS should address 


contingency plans in the event a bridge fails in a manner that blocks vessel traffic, so the 


problem can be timely remedied.  


 


Lastly, NMMA requests that the improvements suggested by local boaters and marine industry 


representatives be duly considered.  No one knows these waters better than the South Florida 


boating community.  They understand the historic recreational and commercial uses of these 


rivers as well as emerging vessel traffic trends.  The local boating community can provide 







 


 


critical insight into whether the project will unreasonably interfere with navigation as well as 


whether different mitigation measures are likely to be effective. 


 


**** 


 


Recreational boating is a way of life in South Florida, and the marine industry is vital driver of 


the region’s economy.  NMMA appreciates your consideration of the foregoing comments, the 


incorporation of which will limit the potential negative impact of the All Aboard Florida project 


on local recreational and commercial boating.   


 


Kind Regards, 


 
David Dickerson 


National Marine Manufacturers Association 







From: ghyattjr@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; negron joe web; debbie mayfield; rick scott
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 4, 2014 10:28:07 AM

This proposal is preposterous. There is absolutely no benefit to any of the residents of the coastal communities since
 there are no planned stops. The impact will be all negative with more than one train an hour constantly interrupting
 the peaceful enjoyment of their homes, all travel for residents including emergency services as well as diminution
 of property values both residential and commercial. I also question the economics of this proposal. It appears it is
 not self sustaining and therefore will end up being subsidized by the taxpayers who will not benefit. If this is a
 direct route why not put it in the middle of the state on or around existing tracks that will mitigate the impact of the
 more populated coastal communities?

Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior
 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1stStreet and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.

Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.

mailto:ghyattjr@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov
mailto:debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov
mailto:rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com


From: mario18june22@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:45:32 PM

As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the
 increased in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and
 the separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many
 of the 2200 residents and voters in this community ask the commission reconsider
 the request from AAF, and denies all applications..We are in full support of our Board
 of Directors resolution.

. Mario & June Laudano, 15 Vista Palm Lane, Vero Beach, FL. 32962.

RESOLUTION

Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior
 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.

Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.

We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.

mailto:mario18june22@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: john neary
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:46:19 PM

Dear Sirs;
I am the owner of two condos in the Vista Royale community and am totally against
 having new railroad rails built across from this community. There is rail freight traffic
 running along the current rail system and it is a noisy and dangerous happening.
 There are several existing railroad crossings utilizing lights and barriers to stop
 auto/pedestrian traffic which negatively impact the flow of auto traffic and heightens
 the risk for injuries. Adding more rail traffic will overburden these crossings
 increasing traffic congestion and diminish safety at these crossings.
I strongly urge you to reconsider adding new rails to this area.
Very truly yours;
John Neary

mailto:jgneary@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Lynn Parkis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:09:39 PM

As a resident of the Vista Royale community in Vero Beach, I hope you will help derail
 plans for All Aboard Florida.

Lynn D. Parkis
61 Woodland Dr., #102
Vero Beach FL 32962
518-852-8674
lynnparkis@aol.com

mailto:lynnparkis@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Stan Barove
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; nergon.joe.web@flsenate.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:07:31 AM

As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly affected by the increased in rail
 traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the separation from
 emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200 residents and
 voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request from AAF, and denies all
 applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors resolution.
Maureen & Stan Barove, 34 Pine Arbor Lane #107, Vero Beach, FL 32962

mailto:scbarove@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Jim O"Rourke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 11:06:02 AM

As current residents of Vista Royale we strongly oppose the "All
Aboard Florida" proposal.  We are already inconvenienced with the wait
at the crossings and disturbed by the noise of the current line and
this proposal will only exacerbate these problems.  Thanking you for
your consideration.

Joan and Jim O'Rourke
34 Pine Arbor Lane, Unit 105
Vero Beach FLA    32962

mailto:jimjoan12@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Leanna Leanna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida. Move it west.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:21:03 AM

I am a Jupiter resident who has given a great deal of thought to the pros and cons of All Aboard Florida. I have also
 attended meetings and talked with a range of public officials about it. After careful consideration, I don't think any
 good can come from it under the current plan. I urge you to put the brakes on this train.

If it's viable as a passenger rail system, it will work just as well if moved farther west. If it's a stalking horse for
 multiple freight trains every day, it would be a disaster for many areas in Palm Beach County and the Treasure
 Coast. Traffic is already snarled daily en route to such places as Jupiter Medical Center. Adding short passenger
 trains would be an additional burden to existing travel in the area. Adding  long freight trains would not only cause
 major inconvenience, it would present great safety and quality-of-life problems for the whole area.

Another reason I am opposed is the expense to taxpayers: The public is going to have to come up with money to
 maintain quality of life around these tracks and crossings. As Florida comes out of recession, is this really a burden
 we want to put on our citizens without any benefit to them? Since when is it the public's duty to pay a share of the
 obligations of businesses owned by private equity?

One last thing to note: The folks at all aboard Florida do not seem to have a civic-minded spirit. In public discourse,
 they have lacked transparency and shown a tin ear for public feedback and concerns. The "it's our right to do this,
 your ideas be damned" posture has spoken volumes about how little they can be trusted in the future to carry out
 safety modifications and limit the trains to passengers, as they maintain is their only goal. Is this really the kind of
 corporation we want to hand over southeastern part of Florida to?

Sent from my iPad

mailto:leannalandsmann@yahoo.com
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From: asgoldie@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:59:59 AM

I  have been following the various positions on the proposed high-speed
railway for some months and conclude that:

1. All the residents from West Palm to Cocoa will not benefit and,
indeed
will be inconvenienced and possibly injured,  by AAF's proposal.
.
2. The increasing freight traffic resulting from the Panama Canal
widening
will  require stronger and/or more rails and cause more inconvenience.

THEREFORE:

3. The "State" should legislate to close the coastal rail from West
Palm
to Cocoa and relocate a new direct line from West Palm to Orlando
inland somewhere between Route 95 and the Florida Turnpike.  This
line would be designed to carry truly high speed trains and, possibly
freight, and not inconvenience the citizenry along the coast.

4. The land freed up on the coast would be sold to provide monetary
compensation to partly compensate for the relocation. The objections
to outside or public financial involvement would be reduced or end.

5. I  would expect that the above proposal would placate many of
AAF's opponents and provide a satisfactory compromise.

Alan Goldie
501 Shores Drive
Vero Beach, FL 32963

mailto:asgoldie@aol.com
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From: JOANWOODHOUSE@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida.
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:14:56 PM

As a resident of this town,please do not let AAF  come through Vero Beach. It is terrible use of tax dollars
 and will only diminish the property values in Vero Beach, as the many trains speed thru this area and in
 doing so, disrupt it's commerce and safety. There is no advantage for AAF in this town and only
 disadvantages. Thank you. Joan Woodhouse.

mailto:JOANWOODHOUSE@aol.com
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From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 12:16:00 PM

-All Aboard Florida -

I understand that the U.S. government is contemplating loaning - All Aboard Florida -
  a substantial amount of money.  Have our Florida representatives  and senate
 objected to this loan? 
The Treasure Coast will be destroyed when passenger and freight trains are
 increased through the coastal towns. Residents and Recreational visitors will head to
 the west coast of Florida or other areas. Real estate prices will plumet .  I object to
 paying taxes to help forward this destruction.

Dolores deWaal - Palm City, Fl.

mailto:dee1misty@comcast.net
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From: Donald McArthur
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:23:51 AM

Much has been stated and restated about the facts concerning passenger rail service around the world. It is
 historically a deep hole that government continues to pour cash into in the hope that it will be successful. This
 method has yet to prove a success. I need only point to the Einstein quote, “Insanity: doing the same thing over and
 over again and expecting different results”.

The AAF sponsors profess to be in favor of  high speed rail service for the benefit of Florida. I would say that they
 are in favor of adding rail capacity to the east coast of Florida to accommodate the anticipated increase in freight
 traffic that the new Panama Canal is projected to produce. Increases in freight rail traffic is not an attractive
 prospect and would be a hard sell. But if you can sell a high speed rail operation to the public along with the added
 but hidden freight capacity, it’s worth a shot to AAF.

The project is being sold as a tourist improvement. I contend it is anything but. It will provide no positive impact
 upon the counties through which it passes. Passengers cannot get on or off the trains except at the north and south
 ends of the system. So it may, I doubt it, be beneficial in the terminal areas, but it will cause only heartburn to those
 areas through which it passes. It will greatly impact upon the quality of life in the Treasure Coast with no concern
 for the area residents. I believe that AAF is only using the passenger service as a pretext to sell the route upgrade so
 that they can expand their freight operation when the passenger component fails. And they will simply use the
 premise that they need to expand their freight operation to pay back the money they borrow from the government or
 investors. Or in the worst case, they go belly up and hand another expense on the public.

It is like building a highway from New York to California. This highway can only be entered in NY or LA, but it is
 being sold as a benefit to those that live along its route. These same residents will be asked to contribute taxes to the
 route upkeep and live with the impact upon quality of life along the route with only the joy of watching the traffic
 pass.

Don McArthur
Sent from Sebastian, Florida

This e-mail and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain
 legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are
 hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly
 prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error please immediately notify me at and permanently delete the original
 copy, any copy of this e-mail, and any printout thereof.
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From: Cynthia Gurin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 4:42:16 PM

Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 3059
AAF_comments@vhb.com

Judging from the way the EIS starts the Environmental Impact Statement
document, simply embarrassingly falling all over itself to brown-nose
the FEC, I'd say the lobbied and paid for fix with the Federal
Railroad Administration is already in and the VOTERS and TAXPAYERS in
this state don't stand a snowball's chance in hell of prevailing.  But
then we already knew that, based on the set up for this Scott
orchestrated scam that began even before he took office.

THE BACK-STORY:

"In 2010, Adam Hollingsworth was a transportation adviser to Rick
Scott's transition team..."

"Rick Scott, a wealthy Florida businessman, was elected Florida's 45th
governor on Nov. 2, 2010. He took office Jan. 4, 2011"

"On February 16, 2011, Florida Governor Rick Scott formally announced
that he would be rejecting $2.4 BILLION DOLLARS in federal funds to
construct the high-speed railway, thereby killing the Florida High
Speed Rail project. Governor Scott's reasoning behind cancelling the
project was that it would be "far too costly to taxpayers" and that
"the risk far outweigh[ed] the benefits".

In the wake of the project's cancellation, a private sector express
passenger service running across much of the proposed route has been
proposed by the Florida East Coast Railway." - Wikipedia

"Hollingsworth went to work for All Aboard Florida's parent company
for part of 2011 and 2012 and lobbied Scott's administration for the
project, the Naples Daily News reported..."

In 2012, Hollingsworth became Scott's chief of staff. While Scott has
supported the All Aboard Florida project he killed high-speed rail
slated to get $2.4 billion in federal funds in 2011." - PolitiFact

A project the size and scope of All Aboard Florida, privately owned by
a New York Hedge Fund, did not just happen overnight. Like the well
orchestrated Disney acquisitions in Central Florida, this scam
required significant advance planning. And very large under the table
campaign contributions.

It also suggests that the implementation of purchase options took
place far enough in advance to permit Scott, a mere month after he
took office, to confidently decline billions in federal funding for

mailto:loomiswebb@gmail.com
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the high speed rail project which actually would have benefited
Floridians.

UniteVOTERS suggests suggest obtaining a list of real estate intended
for use as All Aboard Florida train stations. Research both the
purchase dates as well as the prior straw men purchases for the
benefit of AAF.

That federal funds were declined in order to enable AAF to implement
its plan is patently obvious.

FEC has announced it plans TWO MILE LONG FREIGHT TRAINS, and QUADRUPLE
THEIR HIGH SPEED FREIGHT TRAFFIC OVER THE NEXT 5 YEARS in addition to
the sham All Aboard "passsenger service".  FEC will block crossings,
endanger lives, and radically diminish both the quality of life (and
sleep)  of THOUSANDS of VERY angry voters and taxpayers on the
Treasure Coast and greatly deplete property values of residents within
at minimum two miles East and West of the tracks. Yes, I AM an
appraiser. Supporting documentation abounds.  There IS an alternative.
Yes I AM one of those affected. I live in private walled community,
Yacht and Country Club in Stuart. When I take the dog out at night I
can hear the blaring whistle and FEEL THE GROUND SHAKE from TRACK
VIBRATION when the the damn train is FIVE MILES SOUTH of us.  There's
very difference in sound and vibration abatement when I'm inside my
CBS home with grouted cells and full brick facing.

Environmental impact is not limited to bunny rabbits and fish.

These are PEOPLE'S LIVES, their physical and emotional wellbeing, this
will diminish the value of the largest investment many of them have,
and place their very safety on the line. This is an outrageous fraud
by Governor Rick Scott being perpetrated on VOTERS.

The NEW YORK HEDGE FUND that owns FEC has already left taxpayers in
one large community in Canada on the hook for millions after pulling a
similar scam then defaulting. They walked away with property ownership
and stuck angry taxpayers with the bill.

It appears that the embarrassingly laudatory Environmental Impact
Study has been deliberately falsified in order to push this through.
And if that is the case, those who did so should look forward to being
prosecuted, both civilly and criminally.

Cynthia Gurin
3451 S.E. Court Drive
Stuart, FL 34997



From: Skip Murphy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:30:18 PM

All Aboard Florida is going to RUIN my Sebastian! I live and work near the railroad tracks ... Each freight train
 ,either north or southbound , disrupts our quality of life! Now they want to add high speed trains as well? And add
 way more freight trains on their " new " tracks when the Panama  Canal is completed? Come on , run these trains ,(
 high speed  &  more freight trains ) , out near the turnpike where they won't have such a negative impact on good
 peoples way of life. The real issue is $$$ , and whose pocket it's lining!

Sent from my iPad
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From: Jack Virtus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Peggy Connelly (peggy.connelly@yahoo.com)
Subject: All ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 2:21:42 PM

Madames / Gentlemen,
 
I am AGAINST AAF. There are a myriad of reasons, to be against it. Firstly it it the height of absurdity
 to think people are going to pay close to $100.00 per person from Miami to Orlando one way, and
 then have to rent a car when they get to Orlando. You can easily drive the distance in 3.5 hours and
 have the use your car once you reached Orlando.  I would wager a majority of the trains will be
 nearly empty on the route. The safety issue is a very crucial issue as well. With the 32 tips a day that
 means rail crossing will be closed numerous times during the day delaying fire trucks, police cars,
 ambulances etc.  How many people may die because of the delays? In addition to delaying
 emergency vehicles the increased rail traffic will also delay boats trying to navigate the Indian River
 between various points. Boating is extremely important to the treasure coast economy and nothing
 should be done to restrict it. There is also the problem of noise pollution, the existing freight trains
 are quite loud and disturbs pets and wild life in proximity to the rails. You can imagine the noise
 created by an additional 32 trains a day. My wife & I are awaken frequently at night by the blaring
 horns of the freight trains which has led to sleeping disorders. What will another 32 trips do to me
 and my wife’s heath? I have nothing against mass transit, but I think the most logical solution would
 to place AAF out west of Route 95, which along the treasure coat which is quite rural in nature. 
  AAF is going to significantly degrade the quality of life and property values along the rail network on
 the treasure coast. AAF as it is currently planned is not good for the treasure coast.  If AAF were
 planned to be built west of Rt.95, it would be more palatable.
 
Respectfully,
 
John R. Virtus
430 Arbor Street
Sebastian, Florida 32958         

mailto:jack.virtus@gewarren.com
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From: Mark Derosa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 3:44:02 PM

To Whom It May Concern-

I am writing this email in opposition of All Aboard Florida. While I am supportive of rail
 passenger transit, I think the idea of using the existing tracks is going to be devastating to the
 entire Treasure Coast. The idea of 32 trains passing through our quaint downtowns at 100
 mph, disrupting transit with traffic congestion, and rattling businesses will drive customers
 away. At the same time, the train will also run through quiet and peaceful residential
 neighborhoods. There is also a concern for the building of a 2nd track in Fort Pierce, where if
 the track is built on the east side of the current one, will basically run through peoples' homes.
 If it's placed on the west side, it runs through the Savannas State Park. 

The most disturbing aspect of all of this is the way that it is going to be funded through a
 federal loan. I do not believe in gambling public money on a private venture, especially when
 according to their reports, All Aboard Florida barely plans to even turn a profit and instead
 intends to make most of their money through real estate acquisitions. If there were stops along
 the Treasure Coast that provided any kind of economic benefit to the area, I could envision a
 tradeoff for the negative consequences. As it stands now, the Treasure Coast has nothing to
 gain and everything to lose by allowing All Aboard Florida to run 32 times a day at 100 mph
 through it's backyard.

Sincerely,

D. Mark DeRosa

mailto:malopescado@gmail.com
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From: Jean Boguth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 10:52:54 AM

As homeowners with a condo in Stuart, we worry our investment will be worth less with a railway near us that is
 busy too many hours of the day. Downtown Stuart, a quaint town that has worked hard to be restored, will lose
 business. My husband and I will not enjoy outdoor restaurant eating and festivals , which is a huge part of the allure
 for residents, snowbirds, and vacationers who live/visit Florida. If this railway is so needed, pay to put it through
 the middle of the state, with each town of Miami, Ft. lauderdale, West Palm and Cocoa having an east-west feeder
 line to connect to it.
Mike and Jean Boguth
boguth@123.net
1357 NE Ocean Blvd#301
Stuart, FL 34996

Sent from my iPad

mailto:jeanboguth@gmail.com
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From: John Palazzo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 9:44:55 PM

I would like to express opposition to the planned rail expansion program . As a Ft Pierce
 resident no value and great harm will come with the frequent blocking of principle roads,
 noise and cost to improve many crossings in our downtown center. The area is already too
 congested for safety.
No possible benefit will come without even a planned stop in our town.Please consider a move
 for the route west  of town near the well-established highway routes of I-95 and the fl
 turnpike. No one would object and the
Train could run and reach bullet speeds.
As planned it would only harm recent growth and improvements to our growing waterfront
  city.

Dr J Palazzo
20 orange ave 
Ft pierce, fl 49450

mailto:neurolabs@aol.com
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From: Jorg Bucheler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:20:13 AM

Please note my comments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida
 released last week.
We are the area’s only 24hour veterinary specialty and emergency hospital, directly located next to
 the Hood Rd railroad crossing in Palm Beach Gardens.   We are the ER clinic for approx. 200,000
 residents.  It concerns us greatly that the proposed frequency of trains will lead to unacceptable
 rates of railroad crossing closures, causing severe emotional distress to members of our community
 and causing harm to animals in urgent need.
Just imagine, if your pet is severely ill or bleeding, and you are stuck at a railroad crossing!
 
We oppose the planned development and suggest to consider building new tracks further west in
 Palm Beach County where development is sparse.
 
Jorg Bucheler, DVM, PhD, FTA
Diplomate ACVIM (IM) & ECVIM-CA
 

 
561-625-9995 Office
561-625-9954  Fax
561-629-3359  Cell
vshpalmbeach@gmail.com
jorgvet@comcast.net
www.vshpalmbeach.com
 
Confidentiality Notice: This message may contain privileged or confidential information or attachments. It is intended for the exclusive
 use of the persons and entities to which it is addressed. If you are not an intended recipient, please notify the sender by return email that
 you received it in error; do not print the message and attachments; and immediately delete all copies from your computer files. Thank
 You!
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From: claudia mungo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 10:38:27 AM

to build a rail system that will devalue property values down the east coast just to accommodate the few that
 will use this system.32 high speed trains plus 14 freight per day is obscene ..plus the fact that it surely will
 lose money. If Amtrac is a looser , surely all aboard will follow. A commuter railroad connecting cities and
 county's along a route from north to south and east to west makes sense and will help the envionment. My
 VOTE FOR ALL ABOARD IS NO.    CLAUDIA MUNGO VERO BEACH, FLORIDA

mailto:cldmungo@yahoo.com
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From: Mary K
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All- Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 3:43:40 PM

I’m sending this e-mail to show my non-support for All-Aboard Florida.  Being a resident of
 Vero Beach and seeing first hand the speed and noise level of trains traveling up and down
the rail line is not for the good of any Treasure Coast resident.  This proposed Route is not for
 the good of any visitor/tourist/resident.  This Route is an accident waiting to happen.
I have great safety concerns for all passengers.

Thank You
M. Kozlowski

mailto:mak624@msn.com
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From: James Moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: Support Letter
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:13:00 PM
Attachments: AAF - Support Letter_120314.pdf

To Mr. Winkle
 
Please find this attached letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project as I am in favor of
 the proposed planning to move forward.
 
Thank you for allowing the opportunity for my voice to be heard.
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Moore

mailto:saintjames50@hotmail.com
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December 3, 2014 
 
 
John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:  
 
I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida 
project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by 
reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, 
creating thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts. 
 
All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida’s 19 million residents and more than 95 
million tourists. Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the 
country, and the expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population 
continues to grow, we must look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement says, “The Project would have the beneficial 
impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway 
network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019.” 
 
There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida’s landscape and economy 
and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail 
system will become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
James Moore 
Orlando, Florida 
 
 







From: Bob Cohen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 2 days left to speak your mind
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:22:51 AM

http://www.wptv.com/news/region-c-palm-beach-county/all-aboard-florida-2-days-left-to-speak-your-mind

There are two days left to speak your mind about All Aboard Florida.

Sent using ShareThis

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Nancy Hurley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 2 days left to speak your mind
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:56:44 PM

I wish to voice my objection to AAF because of numerous problems the train will cause.
  Vero Beach, which will have no train STOPS will have 32 major road closings per day!
  Vero Beach  properties will be adversely affected by the train as its gives Vero no jobs, no business pluses and
 does not offer anything for the Treasure Coast.
  Vero Beach boating traffic will be adversely affected 32 times a day.

The additional noise pollution is also a MAJOR problem.

http://www.wptv.com/news/region-c-palm-beach-county/all-aboard-florida-2-days-left-to-speak-your-mind

There are two days left to speak your mind about All Aboard Florida.

Sent using ShareThis

Nancy...
Sent from my i
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From: Michael Neidich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 2 days left to speak your mind
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:04:59 AM

I live on the Treasure Coast in Port Saint Lucie. I believe that 32 trains a day running through
 our community would be detrimental to all of the small businesses on the east side of the train
 tracks. It would put some out of business. Not only that issue but it would hinder the fishing
 for people that live on the west side of the tracks. I also believe that the property values will
 be affected for those of us that live on the west side because anyone going to the ocean will
 have to deal with a train ever 30 minutes. Do you realize the traffic situation it will create for
 people waiting to get to the beach on our two lane roads. I think it is a bad idea. Use the tracks
 in the middle of the state. Please review this idea with all of us in mind.

mailto:mneidich82@gmail.com
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From: jesse@realpbc.com on behalf of Jesse Bailey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 5 impacts for EIS (Social justice, noise, urban fabric, regional transportation)
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:44:47 PM

Following is a list of concerns for the All Aboard Florida project in the West Palm Beach
 downtown and vicinity.

1. Detriment to urban fabric. Impact of Evernia and Datura street closures.  Closing
 Evernia and Datura streets is unfortunate but necessary. The building of a high quality
 urban street connecting Clematis Street and Fern Street is absolutely crucial to maintaining
 grid continuity and walkability in our downtown. A highly walkable downtown is a goal of
 our downtown master plan and comprehensive plan, and we are a Transportation
 Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) because our downtown is developing in a way that
 limits the need for a car. Street closures are very detrimental but the connector street will
 help mitigate this impact. It should be required as part of station construction.

2. Noise. Quiet Zones are essential to this project. With 8,000+ residents in downtown and
 growing, 32+ train horns per day would be unbearable.

3. Social Justice. As part of this project, 7th Street should be reconnected across the
 tracks in the historically black Northwest neighborhood. This neighborhood has suffered its
 share of social injustices and bad planning that have scarred this once vibrant
 neighborhood. As a small consideration to the people of WPB and for closing two of our
 crossings, AAF should open one crossing across 7th Street in the Northwest neighborhood.
  

4.  Social Justice. It must be acknowledged that people will cross the tracks. And many of
 these people are in lower-income neighborhoods. Rather than aggressively prosecute
 trespassers as news outlets have reported, AAF needs to provide adequate pedestrian
 crossings across the corridor at regular intervals. Something like a simple 'zig-zag'
 requiring pedestrians to look both ways should be sufficient.

5. Regional Transportation. Coordination and Cooperation with Tri Rail Coastal Link
 Service.
This corridor has regional transportation implications. Although privately owned, it was
 given by land grant and the public needs for transportation by a commuter rail need to be
 addressed. AAF should be required to cooperate with and operate Coastal Link on its
 trackage at reasonable fee. 

Sincerely,

Jesse Bailey
downtown resident 
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From: Mary Thoma
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida?
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:49:35 PM

Well, not so much. I'm not All Aboard, nor is my husband, nor are any of our neighbors. In fact, I don't know
 anyone who supports your effort!
Your corporation can't just waltz into MY state -- into MY home -- and greedily grasp and take whatever you want!
 You know what such action is called? It's called RAPE! The majority of Florida's citizens are against this criminal
 rape of our state, which is what All Aboard Florida exemplifies.
Suggest you pack up and go home. Nobody here wants you.
Mary Thoma
Port Saint Lucie

mailto:littleonemet@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: digarr@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida/All Aboard Freight
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:22:58 PM

FREE Animations for your email Click Here!

It is difficult to comment on the AAF EIS since it neglected to include my city or
 county.  There is another study required to assess the impact on Indian River
 County and its cities and probably the rest of the Treasure Coast and probably
 Brevard County.
 
I am not anti railroad as it currently exists, but there are impacts with the high speed
 trains and the increase in freight that will be very detrimental to my area.  I like
 hearing the 8-12 freight trains we currently have.  My grandfather was retired from
 the FEC and worked in the roundhouse in New Smyrna.  However, this part of
 Florida grew up around the railroad tracks and most of it is not industrial.  We have
 residential and business running along the tracks.  I am very concerned about what
 it will do to our small cities.  We don't have blight, but I am concerned that we will
 with the 32 high speed trains and the increased freight that is coming our way. 
 Another big concern is the safety and welfare of our citizenry because most of us
 live west of the tracks and medical facilities are east of the tracks in Vero Beach
 and Sebastian.  Has thought been given to elevating either the roadway or the
 tracks at one major intersection in each city impacted by this situation to allow
 emergency vehicles access to the hospitals?
 
I cannot imagine that AAF will be a success financially and don't believe that anyone
 thinks it will be.  What is the real goal here?  I understand the thought process in
 having the applicant pay for the EIS, but I cannot understand why they get to pick
 the company doing the EIS--that should be assigned from an approved list by the
 Federal Railroad Administration. 
 
Give us all a fair shake here.  There is no benefit to the Treasure Coast or Brevard
 County once the construction of the additional tracks is completed and there is a
 great deal of harm to our way of life and why we live here.
 
Diane Garrison
331 Columbus St
Sebastian, FL  32958 
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From: Carol Goldstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida--A Disaster
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:21:03 PM

ATTENTION:  JOHN WINKLE
Federal Railroad Administration

All Aboard Florida will be a disaster to thousands of people.  Up to 40 freight and passenger trains a day is a
 horrible scenario to envision. 
We have to cross these tracks to go about our everyday activities such as school, hospital, market, I-95 etc.  I’ve
 read that passenger trains have never been profitable.
And what a bad idea to have freight move along the same tracks as passenger trains.  The noise, pollution, safety
 considerations and terrible inconvenience will have a tremendous impact on thousands of people and ultimately, the
 value of our homes.  Can AAF have that much clout against the thousands of homeowners that will be affected?
There are alternate tracks in mostly unpopulated areas further west.  The impact in that area would be minimum to
 the population.  Amtrak already has passenger trains running along these existing tracks from Miami, Ft.
 Lauderdale, West Palm Beach through Tampa, Orlando and continuing on the north-south corridor.  Isn’t this
 sufficient?
I live in Palm Beach Gardens, FL. and would hope that my comments, along with the many other residents who are
 voicing their opinions against AAF, will be taken seriously.

Carol Goldstein

mailto:princess@gilgoldstein.com
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From: maryleec@bellsouth.net
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida-NO
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:11:56 PM

Mr. Winkle--I strongly object to the proposed All Aboard Florida train service through Martin
 County.  To have our rail crossings closed an additional 32 times each day is a disaster in the
 making.  Emergency vehicles need open access to serve our community.  The thought of the very
 old St. Lucie River rail bridge going up and down 32 times a day is ludicrous.  I suggest you come and
 look at that very very very old bridge.  We have suffered through years of severe environmental
 damage to the St. Lucie River and Indian River Lagoon.  A rail collapse on that very old bridge would
 be a disaster of unimaginable consequence.
NO to All Aboard Florida!
Mary Lee Cullen
6988 SE Twin Oaks Circle
Stuart, FL 34997
 
Mary Lee Cullen
Berkshire Hathaway Home Services Florida Realty
"Helping Buyers and Sellers for over 30 years"
772-485-7365
maryleec@bellsouth.net
maryleecullen.com
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From: Linda Coffman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida-Not All Aboard- At All
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:56:50 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am sending this email today to express my concerns for FEC’s wishes to add 32 trains daily to run
 From Orlando to Miami round trip, through my home, the Treasure Coast. It is my personal opinion
 that this is a sham and something that is being shoved down the throats of the majority of the
 population on the east coast of Florida. Starting from Cocoa Beach and South into Jupiter, this will
 detract greatly from our way of life. It will be extremely detrimental to the safety of our pedestrian
 friendly communities. Not only that, it will affect the accessibility to our main hospital in Stuart that
 is located east of the railroad tracks and can be accessed in several ways, only by crossing the tracks.
 This has the potential of being literally a life or death situation.
 
In addition, to think that a train bridge that is over one hundred years old can withstand the
 immense demand that is going to be put on it is the dream of a child. The bridge stuck in the down
 position can have devastating effects on boaters that use the Okeechobee Waterway as their way of
 living and access to the Lake and access to the west coast of Florida. Also, this is a local tourist
 dollars issue as well. On top of that, the time that will be demanded of the bridge to be in the closed
 position will be more than our local boating traffic can handle. It will become a navigational
 nightmare. The study that was done was a sham and not based on true statistics. This study needs
 to be done by a TRUE independent and not someone in the back pocket of the FEC. On the other
 hand, a bridge stuck in the up position (this just happened about a month ago in Jensen each north
 of the bridge) can have just as devastating effect on the freight traffic. This is eventually what this
 issue is all about anyway(freight and $$). Follow the money.
 
Suck it up, spend the necessary funds and do the right thing. Don’t allow this to happen on the
 existing tracks. As many have suggested, push this train to the west along the Turnpike corridor
 where it belongs. Allow Florida to use some of that Amendment 1 money to help purchase or back
 the FEC from the CSX . The FEC tracks run along too many residential communities and through too
 many pedestrian communities. It poses more safety hazards than the potential rewards than the
 FEC can stand to gain. Please do not allow this to happen to the good people of Florida. This is a
 quality of life issue that we all fight for daily to live in the beautiful State of Florida.
 
Respectfully,
Linda Coffman
1217 NE Sago Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957

mailto:linda@coffmanclark.com
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From: richardlmetzler@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida-NOT!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:44:09 AM

All:

As a new resident in Jensen Beach (1/2 block from the existing rail bed) I have
 learned to tolerate rail traffic at all times of the day and night, complete with whistles,
 requiring my wearing earplugs to sleep.  I was amazed that they could haul heavy
 freight (sand) and tank cars carrying God knows what through these pristine little
 towns without any precautions, save tailgates.  While these trains slow down coming
 through town (somewhat) they are a disaster waiting to happen.  One derailment and
 it's all over for scores of people.

Now, with the thinly-disguised plan to increase freight traffic, called All Aboard Florida,
 I am shocked that this attempt at chicanery can be put before the public and
 government(s).

Considering a single track through these Martin (and northern) towns and over the St.
 Lucie River, it is critically unsound thinking when alternative routes which parallel
 high traffic arteries exist to the west.  The disruption of normal life for citizens and
 boaters under the AAF scheme will be significant, not to mention highly dangerous.
 Delays caused by increased traffic for normal commerce and emergency response
 teams will be untenable.  Vibration, already an annoyance, will be debilitating.  

I am a fan of rail traffic, having ridden the New Haven Railroad/Metro North for years. 
 It makes sense in high density areas which provide a positive revenue model for
 passenger rail companies.  AAF will not succeed due to alternative transportation
 methods between Orlando and Miami, namely automotive, and the passenger rail
 termini, specifically Miami, aren't located DOWNTOWN. That will leave us with an
 increased freight scenario due to the Panama Canal widening.

Relocating rail traffic to the west and making the right of way a green way, would be a
 dream-come-true.  Revenue opportunities along the green way would be provided for
 the existing owners of the right-of-way, but we'll settle for just defeating the AAF
 Scenario.

My wife and I strongly oppose this dubious project.

Richard and Constance Metzler
Skyline Drive
Jensen Beach, FL

mailto:richardlmetzler@comcast.net
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From: lenny delgado
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida"s EIS Study Does Not Account For The Impact of An Increase In Freight
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:44:53 AM

My Name: lenny delgado

My Email: lenny82647@comcast.net

My Address:

33 harbour isle drive w.
Ft pierce fl 34949

As per the study conducted by the Jupiter Town Council, although the DEIS focused on
 passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth in freight that need to be
 considered given the combined impacts on transportation.

Baseline Data for Freight: The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using
 2013 as a baseline. This section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for
 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight
 trains along the line is expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling
 should be provided.

Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action
 Alternative over the average currently being experienced. An explanation of this increase is
 important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed change in
 speed. The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline
 impacts of increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service.

ASSUMED TRAIN SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS The methodology for analyzing
 traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two largest arterials have been included
 for each county. Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% of the total number of
 crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total average daily volume being impacted
 by the proposed project. The transportation study needs to be vastly expanded to study the
 impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings.

The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable for the
 Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due to the Loxahatchee
 River bridge and curvature of the rail. Based upon the Town’s internal review of the rail
 system in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate assumption for
 freight trains. The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s calculations, will
 be extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly impacts the traffic on
 Indiantown Road. Additionally, the assumed operation speed for passenger train in the DEIS
 is 89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section of the system. Given the
 radius of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed seems to be limited to 60
 mph.

Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection
 is projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight

mailto:lenny82647@comcast.net
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 trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036. The vehicle
 queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200
 seconds per vehicle.

The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the
 DEIS. The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains
 that were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight
 and new passenger service on local traffic. Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should
 be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic in
 2036. It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and
 decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.

Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic impact,
 especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown Road, Toney
 Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption regarding Tri-Rail
 impacts should be included as well. In response to the anticipated impacts, traffic mitigation
 strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well.

FREIGHT IMPACTS The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from
 the FEC Corridor. For example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements presents
 the risk...that the controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use
 environment.”

AAF should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed
 project before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. Additionally, other inland,
 such as the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in the study as
 well.
 

Sincerely,
lenny delgado

Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Office of Rail Road Policy and Development
Department of Rail Safety
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Congressman Patrick Murphy
Congressman Paul Ryan



From: Stephen Winchell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida"s EIS Study Does Not Account For The Impact of An Increase In Freight
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:26:34 PM

My Name: Stephen Winchell

My Email: stephen.winchell@comcast.net

My Address:

1648 Jupiter Cove Dr, Unit 615
Jupiter, FL 33469

As per the study conducted by the Jupiter Town Council, although the DEIS focused on
 passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth in freight that need to be
 considered given the combined impacts on transportation.

Baseline Data for Freight: The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using
 2013 as a baseline. This section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for
 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight
 trains along the line is expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling
 should be provided.

Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action
 Alternative over the average currently being experienced. An explanation of this increase is
 important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed change in
 speed. The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline
 impacts of increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service.

ASSUMED TRAIN SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS The methodology for analyzing
 traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two largest arterials have been included
 for each county. Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% of the total number of
 crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total average daily volume being impacted
 by the proposed project. The transportation study needs to be vastly expanded to study the
 impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings.

The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable for the
 Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due to the Loxahatchee
 River bridge and curvature of the rail. Based upon the Town’s internal review of the rail
 system in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate assumption for
 freight trains. The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s calculations, will
 be extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly impacts the traffic on
 Indiantown Road. Additionally, the assumed operation speed for passenger train in the DEIS
 is 89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section of the system. Given the
 radius of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed seems to be limited to 60
 mph.

Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection
 is projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight
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 trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036. The vehicle
 queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200
 seconds per vehicle.

The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the
 DEIS. The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains
 that were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight
 and new passenger service on local traffic. Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should
 be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic in
 2036. It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and
 decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.

Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic impact,
 especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown Road, Toney
 Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption regarding Tri-Rail
 impacts should be included as well. In response to the anticipated impacts, traffic mitigation
 strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well.

FREIGHT IMPACTS The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from
 the FEC Corridor. For example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements presents
 the risk...that the controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use
 environment.”

AAF should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed
 project before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. Additionally, other inland,
 such as the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in the study as
 well.
 

Sincerely,
Stephen Winchell

Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Office of Rail Road Policy and Development
Department of Rail Safety
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Congressman Patrick Murphy
Congressman Paul Ryan



From: Prince, Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all Aboard Florida"s proposal
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 4:07:07 PM

I am not in favor of the proposal to have 32 high speed trains from MIami to Orlando. 
 I cannot see any value to anyone along the way .  The only winners are  Miami and
 Disneyworld.   This does not equate.   I also question how many people will use this
 long term. 
 
The inconvenience , the cost  are just out of line .Surely, there are more important
 and useful projects.
 
Lee Prince
 
Lee Prince
Berkshire Hathaway New England Properties
136 East Putnam Avenue
Greenwich, CT 06830
Office:  203.869.0500 x 210 | Cell:  203. 962.6582
 
NOTICE OF CONFIDENTIALITY – Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices New England
 Properties -- The information contained in this message is intended only for the confidential
 use of the persons or entities to whom it is addressed. This message, together with any
 attachments, is proprietary and confidential, may contain inside information, and may be
 subject to the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work product doctrine. If the reader
 of this message is not one of the addressees set forth above: (a) the reader has received this
 message in error and is directed to destroy this message, together with any attachments, and
 notify the sender, and (b) any review, dissemination, use, or distribution of this message or
 any attachments is prohibited. Thank you.

mailto:LeePrince@bhhsne.com
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From: Donald F. Bart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida"s
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 5:02:38 PM

            I ask you to please listen to the people that are going to be hurt if this speeding train goes thru our
 area.  The Treasure Coast towns of Stuart and Fort Pierce, are to receive the most damage to their
 quant downtown areas.  The speed, pollution, safety, noise and so on down the line will kill routes to the
 Hosp. business and houses that are around the present route.  If there is so much pressure from the
 money men that want the high speed railroad, let them build it out close to I-95 or the Turnpike. That is a
 bee line that bothers neither the towns, or waterways.  Please don’t let the railroad ruin our towns and
 make routs to the Hospitals and other parts of our town dangerous to get to.  I am an 84 year old man
 who thinks this whole thing is hard to understand, why they wouldn’t have chosen the uninhabited area to
 build their high speed trains.
 
                                                                           Donald F. Bart
                                                                            402 SE Naranja Ave.
                                                                            Port St. Lucie, FL. 34983     

mailto:kiewaybart48@att.net
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From: ClevieB@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florids
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:09:57 PM

Mr. Winkle,
 
My wife and I are apposed to All Aboard Florida. 
 
Once the rails are improved to allow larger freight trains, the company will default on the loan leaving us
 the tax payers paying the bill.
 
We live on the wrong side of the tracks if we need to go to the emergency room.
 
Businesses and homes are too close to the tracks in Vero Beach for the high speed trains.
 
Boating will be destroyed as the draw bridges will be up more than they are down.
 
Environmental concerns will the train exhaust.
 
Please do not allow All Aboard Florida to destroy the Treasure Coast.
 
Bob & Mary Clevenstine
3425 65th Ave
Vero Beach, FL 32966

mailto:ClevieB@aol.com
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From: bjletts39
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Freight
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:18:44 AM

It is obvious to everyone here in Indian River and St. Lucie counties that the AAF
project is all about freight.  If it were about passenger service, there would be
passenger terminals in every county between Miami and Orlando.

This project belongs in the middle of the state where fewer people are affected.
The East Coast Railway cuts through the middle of all our little towns and the current
 freight trains are enough of a problem without adding AAF.

Barbara & David Letts
Fort Pierce FL

mailto:bjletts39@bellsouth.net
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From: Rockiepaul
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard impact statement
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 11:03:40 AM

Re: closures due to train increases
I work at several hospitals in the treasure coast.i have been stuck many times through the years
 with trains stopped blocking roads.martin mem hospital only access is over railroad
 tracks.ambulances are delayed now bringing patients to er.in critical care we say time is
 muscle.the more time it takes to start treatment on a major heart attack--more muscle dies.not
 to mention the 45minute window to treat stroke pts.
The navigation of the waters that the almost one hundred year old bridge crosses will be
 destroyed
rosalie bollen

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail

mailto:rockiepaul@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Fred Endemann
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard is a very bad idea
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:51:29 PM

Dear Mister Winkle,

I have written to many politicians and signed a few petitions to stop the Florida  All Aboard
 railroad project.   There are two brief reasons that this project is a mistake.

1.   Railroad passenger  trains work well in cities but most people will drive or fly when the
 distance is greater than 50 to 100 miles.  The economics of the railroad are suspect.

2.  The southern Florida coast, especially  the Treasure Coast, will be totally disrupted because
 of the large number of drawbridges and road crossings in the area.

 I urge you to listen to the people, not the lobbyists and hedge fund bigwigs, and make sure
 that this project goes no further.

Sincerely,

Fred Endemann,   Stuart,   FL

mailto:fendemann@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: waynepg@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard- NOT
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:00:38 PM

 

Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.
 
Introduction
 
Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.
 
Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.
 
The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to â€œdisclose
 the environmental consequencesâ€  of the proposed AAF project â€œand to
 inform decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that
 would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human
 environment.â€  The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were
 paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete,
 and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and corrected before
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 decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed
 AAF project.
 
Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)
 
AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.
 
Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).
 
The City of Stuart, which is the Countyâ€™s largest incorporated municipality
 (pop. est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned
 in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there
 are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.
 
Many of the Cityâ€™s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater,
 which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart
 Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.
 
Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.
 
The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.
 
Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF â€œwould
 benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation
 option that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.â€  (DEIS
 5-135)
 
Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single â€œtransportation optionâ€  provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to â€œenhance mobility and
 livabilityâ€  in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped
 residents, the project promises severe disruption to communities in which the
 elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.
 



Economic Conditions
 
Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections â€“
 that section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks â€“
 the project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small
 businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.
 
Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.
 
Martin County has five â€œcommunity redevelopment areasâ€  (CRAs)
 which will be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or
 discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno
 and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks.
 CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide
 affordable housing, and generate economic development and stability within
 the communities where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the
 projectâ€™s negative impacts to Martin Countyâ€™s CRAs, such as the
 effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing
 methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.
 
The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.
 
The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.
 
Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.
 
Environmental Justice
 
The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.
 
The Countyâ€™s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.
 



The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings â€“ at Florida Street and
 A1A (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents â€“ especially children â€“ to walk or ride their bikes across the
 tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations
 within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center,
 which provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is
 located in the immediate vicinity of the project.
 
Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girlsâ€™ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.
 
Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.
 
Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already â€œface a unique burden from existing
 freight trafficâ€  on the â€œrail line [which] slices through the center ofâ€
 the community.
 
Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, â€œseconds can truly mean the difference between life
 and death.â€
 
In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.
 
Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.
 
Navigation
 
Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative



 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.
 
The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.
 
Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.
 
Public Health & Safety
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.
 
Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewallâ€™s
 Point, there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to
 reach the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of
 Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide
 fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times
 due to increased train traffic and crossing closures.
 
Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.
 
Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.
 
Threatened and Endangered Species
 
The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.
 
The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even



 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtissâ€™ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).
 
The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.
 
Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.
 
More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.
 
The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.
 
Wetlands and Water Resources
 
As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.
 
Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.
 
Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin Countyâ€™s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 projectâ€™s wetlands impacts.
 
Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.
 
It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in



 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.
 
Conclusion
 
The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as â€œthe risk that CSX would not be willing to enter intoâ€  a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses â€œthe highest potential adverse direct and
 indirect impacts to wetlands and protected species.â€  (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.
 
The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County â
€œDivision of Community Planning.â€  (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency
 within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin
 County Growth Management Department.
 
Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF projectâ€™s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.
 
Sincerely,
Wayne P Grane
8979 SE Hawksbill Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
 



From: Schreiber, William
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Opposition
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:02:17 AM

To Whom It May Concern:
We are opposed to the proposed rail line running through Indian River County. The area through
 which the trains will run is highly congested, with a numerous bridges.
With 32 trains a day, the noise from train whistles throughout the day and the necessity to open and
 shut the bridges, some of which are quite old, will disrupt people’s lives.
If  a rail line is needed, it should be constructed further west where the population is lighter and the
 trains will cause less disruption and inconvenience.
Thank you for your consideration.
 
William and Louise Schreiber
1865 Bay Rd. Unit 109
Vero Beach, FL 32963

 This email has been scanned for email related threats and delivered safely by Mimecast.
For more information please visit http://www.mimecast.com
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From: Ken & Diane Chapin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;

 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov;
 tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us

Subject: All Aboard passenger train
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 5:07:13 PM
Attachments: FAA letter.docx
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DATE: 11/22/2014

TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and 

       AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)



FROM:  Diane Chapin

	   9880 Oak Trail

              Micco, FL 32976



Dear Sir:

 I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 

 The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.”  

 The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing. 

 Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    

 Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.

 Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  

 I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike. 

 

Sincerely yours,

Diane Chapin



From: JOYCE STOLTZ
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Plans
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 5:30:18 PM

You say this is a proposed plan, but they're already making the high
 speed rail cars in California. Sounds like a done deal to me, which we
 all know it is. This is Rick Scott's baby and I pray he is not elected
 for a second term.

What possible benefit does this bring to folks living between West Palm
 Beach and Orlando. It will only bring us a lot more noise and ground
 vibration in addition to decreasing our property values. This whole
 Rick Scott plan stinks and palms are being greased I'm sure.

My wife and I are extremely frustrated by this whole stinking plan and
 probably will sell our home and move out of our lovely neighborhood,
 which we have lived in for the past 34 years. Hopefully Mr. Scott will
 move on much sooner.

That's about all we have to say about this lousy thing that's going to
 be built within a quarter mile of our home.

    

mailto:j_stoltz@bellsouth.net
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From: Pam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Project
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 9:54:49 PM

Hello, I am a Florida resident, and I support the All Aboard Project. Please support this project. Thank you, Pam
 Cummings.
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:pamikie@bellsouth.net
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From: margielray@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard project
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:28:11 PM

Hello, I am a Florida resident and I support the All Aboard project. Please support this great project.
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:margielray@gmail.com
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From: Joan Rivas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard proposal comments
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 3:36:25 PM

As a recreational boater and resident of Stuart I am concerned about the negative
 effects the additional trains that you are proposing would have on the community I love. 
 Stuart has a quaint small downtown which will be ruined by adding a second track.  Since the
 bridge over the St. Lucie River has a single track and is so close to downtown where would
 these trains have to wait to cross that bridge? As for the boating I live on the North Fork of
 the river and have to wait for that bridge to continue to the inlet for fishing.  To
 accommodate these trains that bridge will be closed more often.  Additionally, the age of this
 bridge must be considered and the affect this amount of cycles will have on its reliability. I
 have personally had to wait over 2 hours for the bridge to open. 

 
Your proposal would have significant detrimental effects for the navigation on the St

 Lucie River due to the additional openings of the railroad bridge. It poses additional Safety risk
 due to additional traffic in a tidal zone and the inability for first responders to access and
 navigate to the Martin Hospital.  Please consider all the ramifications associated with this
 proposal and act not only in your best interests but ours also.
  
Sincerely,
 
Joan M. Rivas

mailto:jmrivas17@comcast.net
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From: Arthur Douglas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard rail line
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:19:19 PM

Please do NOT approve this system as it will destroy our area and our
way of life.  We moved to the Vero Beach area eleven years ago to avoid
the long delays we had in Boca Raton with the railroad traffic that ran
through our town.

Arthur & Gerry Douglas

mailto:aton57@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: sscharlau1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Railroad- Barbara & Herman Scharlau
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:20:44 PM

mailto:sscharlau1@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: pavallier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard railroad plan
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:15:24 PM

This proposal is impossibly workable and the plan should be scrapped or a new rail line routed inland.  

As a Stuart Florida resident, the prospect of (32) passenger trains during daylight hours added to the present rail
 freight traffic means that a train will be passing through downtown Stuart every (22) minutes. 

With such train traffic, it will be virtually impossible to drive into Stuart's downtown area OR for boats and barges
 to transit the north end of Stuart IF THE RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER THE ST LUCIE RIVER IS CLOSED
 MOST Of THE TIME FOR RAIL TRAFFIC.

Paul Vallier
2600 S. Kanner Hwy  Apt S-1
Stuart, Florida, 34994

mailto:pavallier@aim.com
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From: Gordon Nedwed
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard RR comment
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 12:03:33 PM

I stand strongly opposed to the All Aboard project as planned. I feel there are far superior
 alternatives such as using the rail lines towards the center of the state that will not have a fraction
 of the environmental, inshore boat traffic, disruption to communities and safety issues that I feel
 will result in rail road crossing injuries and  death. It’s way to populated to have high speed train
 lines through the planned areas. Do what’s right for the people of Florida and not the wealthy
 business men who want to use Federal funds for a doomed project based on concocted number of
 passengers only to be converted to all freight lines paid for by public money. Think of us and the
 piece of paradise we have now and not the constant sound of trains 24/ 7.
Gordon Nedwed
Hobe Sound, FL

mailto:gnedwed@fla.ephealthcare.com
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From: Shannon Gravitte
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Support Letter - Mears Transportation
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:37:28 PM
Attachments: AllAboardSupportLtrMears.pdf

On behalf of our President, Paul Mears III, please accept our attached letter of support for the All
 Aboard Florida project.  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
 
Regards,
 
Shannon
 
Shannon Gravitte
Vice President, Government & Community Affairs
3840 Vineland Road, Suite 200
Orlando, FL  32811
(407)254-0454 (O)
(407) 443-4441 (cell)
(407) 841-6851 (fax)
sgravitte@mearstransportation.com

     
 
 

mailto:sgravitte@mears.com
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From: james meyer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard track program
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:21:20 PM

I think it is a mistake, a very expensive mistake. jim meyer

mailto:fliped@sbcglobal.net
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From: Hilda Avello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Train Through The Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 2:08:17 PM

I would like to request not to have the All Aboard Train through the developed parts of our area unless a stop is also
 planned for our use to fast connection to Miami or Orlando.   Otherwise, it would be a travesty done to us
 disrupting traffic and other detrimental effect to our area from just using our land to move their trains back and
 forth.

Hilda and Angels Betsy (primary lung cancer), Alfie, Domino I and Domino II.  Also live furry kids Lucky, Sophie
 and Willie.  We live in Port St Lucie, Florida.

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:hildaavello@bellsouth.net
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From: Mary caverly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard train
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 9:31:59 AM

Gentlemen,  We are very concerned about this high speed train, not only for the disruptions it will create in the small
 towns along the way, but the environmental impact is enormous.  We strongly oppose approving this project and
 will fight it vigorously.
Mary and Dennis Caverly
191 Bermuda Bay Lane
Indian River Shores, Fl 32963

mailto:caverlydc@earthlink.net
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From: Ann Harris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:16:20 PM

I would like to register my strong opposition to the creation of the 
All Aboard Train as planned.  The 32 trips a day whizzing up the Treasure Coast will be
 enormously damaging to this area.  Not enough attention has been paid to those of us who
 live from Jupiter through Vero and on to Cocoa.  These tracks should be moved much further
 west of this quiet population.

NO TO ALL ABOARD TRAIN.

Ann J. Harris
7655 Greenbrier Circle
Port St. Lucie, Florida
34986
772-467-1181

mailto:ajh504@gmail.com
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From: @aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard train
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 1:59:23 PM

This is a "boondoggle" destined to fail.  Too much inconvenience  and   expense to venues that are not
 serviced.  Should be scrapped.   J Hugenberg Port St. Lucie

mailto:jhugenberg538@aol.com
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From: PAT GUSTAITIS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard train
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:17:43 PM

As a resident of North Hutchinson Island, Fort Pierce FL, I must ask you to reconsider
 going through our area. We already wait for trains and a drawbridge that goes up
 often for tall boats. I can imagine many safety issues arising if we also must wait for a
 high speed train. There will be numerous car accidents for sure, not to mention
 possible car/train collisions. What happens if there is an emergency or ambulance
 trying to get past that bridge? Please visit our area before you make your final
 decision.
Than you,
Patricia Gustaitis
3120 North Highway A1A, Apt. 1405
Fort Pierce, FL 34949

mailto:gustaitis@sbcglobal.net
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From: Ralph Hendry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Train
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 9:02:16 AM

Hello:
 
Since arriving here in October 2014 I have not met one person in favor of the new All Aboard Florida
 train route.   Not one person.   That is quite an admirable fact.   Not one person.  Hum!
 
So if no one is in favor of having 32 trains per day of an unspecified length of cars why is the project
 moving forward at all?
 
If no one is in favor of the project, then why not re-route to a more westerly passage. 
 
My wife and I visit the treasure coast quite often since we have family in the area and we enjoy
 boating throughout the region.  This year we came down with the intention of purchasing a
 residential property and expanding our wealth management and financial planning business into the
 area.   But, when we arrived in November we heard much more detail about the proposed new train
 route and schedule.  
 
The frequency and amount of train traffic which will negatively affect every aspect of life for people
  in the area will be substantial and actually cause more risk to life and limb.   So, our plans are on
 hold.  We will wait and see and then decide to pursue our ambition here or elsewhere.
 
On a personal level, if I was involved is a project that dredged up so much distaste, dislike and overall
 bad feelings toward the project such as this All Aboard Florida train project I would seriously
 reconsider.
 
On a final though, how can this project be named All Aboard Florida when in fact no stops are made
 in the communities being most greatly impacted.  Suspicions abound.
 
Please move the train route into a more westerly corridor.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
Ralph H Hendry, CFP ©
Potomac Wealth Management Inc.

888 16th St NW Suite 800
Washington, DC 20006
202-580-6668 (O)
202-821-1905 (F)
202-294-6887 (C)
rhendry@ifgrr.com
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and,
218 North Lee Street, Suite 309
Alexandria, VA 22314
 
Copyright © 2011, Potomac Wealth Management, Inc. All rights reserved. 888 16th Street, NW Suite
 800 | Washington, DC 20006 | 202-580-6668 | 202-821-1905 fax
Registered Principal offering securities and advisory services through Independent Financial Group,
 LLC (IFG), a registered broker-dealer and investment advisor. Member FINRA/SIPC. Potomac Wealth
 Management and IFG are not affiliated entities. OSJ Branch: 12671 High Bluff Drive, Suite 200, San
 Diego, CA 92130.
 
Electronic communications are not necessarily confidential and may not be delivered or received reliably.  Therefore, do not send orders
 to buy or sell securities or other instructions related to your accounts via e-mail.  The material contained herein is confidential and
 intended for the addressed recipient.  If you are not the intended recipient for this message, any review, dissemination, distribution or
 duplication of this email is strictly prohibited.  Please contact the sender immediately if you have received this message in error.

 
 



From: Judy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard trains-definitely against
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:29:06 PM

NO TO THE TRAIN !

mailto:jnkbrammer@aol.com
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From: dustymac@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:51:23 AM

Please don't do this to Stuart and Hobe Sound, you must know the devastating effect
 of this plan on these areas, and even worse when the freight traffic starts, this is just
 insane, please consider moving out west by the interstate for all this rail traffic, you
 will virtually destroy our already overburdened car traffic problem, not to mention the
 noise and hazards that will be aboard the freight going past residential
 neighborhoods.
I think the citizens would "pay to move" you to an out west location to avoid cutting off
 our east-west access, won't you please reconsider, this is such a harmful and
 uncaring move. What will it cost you in the long run, after it fails, when there is an
 accident, or many accidents and you have to pay for all the lawsuits?
 
 
Patricia Macpherson
Stuart, FL
 
 

mailto:dustymac@comcast.net
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From: palmbchmattress@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:42:02 PM

Love the idea! Im from Orlando and cant drive..so it works for me!!

Sent from my MetroPCS 4G Wireless Phone

mailto:palmbchmattress@aol.com
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From: Fred Purello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:37:09 PM

An example of government and business collaborating on a project the people do not want and is
 not in their best interest……..

mailto:fredpurello@comcast.net
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From: Michele Shepkosky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:27:13 PM

I'm in favor of all aboard but think we need a stop on the treasure coast ft pierce would be a perfect place for a stop.
 If we are going to be inconvenienced by the many trains coming through our area we should at leased have the
 rewards

Sent from my iPad

mailto:micky3306@icloud.com
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From: director
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:31:17 AM

This idea should absolutely be scrapped! This will ruin a "perfectly good little town".
 
Jami McKee
Palm City, FL

mailto:dbahia@hotmail.com
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From: Jacqueline Ross
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 12:28:28 PM

I consider this entire project a poorly conceived notion.  It is dangerous to have a speeding train so near populated
 areas.  Move it to the turnpike or 95. 

Really it should be a monorail so that it could also be an attraction.

No railroads in the u.s are self supporting.  I also think this high speed railway is a way to also introduce more
 freight trains from the expanded port of Miami. 

Please do the right thing and do not let this Trojan horse into our communities.

We also do not want to subsidize private industry.   We have had experiences like this in the past. Let's refuse to be
 a party to this for innumerable reasons. 

Thanks for doing the right thing and protecting our communities.

Jacqueline Ross
2800 NA1A. Unit 205
Fort Pierce florida 34949
772 489 3767
516 241 3391

mailto:jackieross@att.net
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From: Lou Petrofes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 2:09:34 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle,

I am writing this letter to you and all Florida elected officials to voice my safety concerns,
 opposition and to question the viability of the planned All Aboard rail system being
 proposed for south east Florida.

The inner coastal waterway presents a natural barrier for east-west travel in south Florida.
 This barrier forces east -west traffic to be funneled onto a few of the larger roads having
 drawbridges. This creates significant traffic, which is magnified by the on demand
 drawbridge openings which can occur on the hour and on the half hour. The traffic is
 further stagnated by the freight train which runs north and south across these same roads
 several times daily. The addition of another blockage of traffic on these roads would not
 only create significant traffic issues but literally block emergency vehicles for extended
 periods of time.  These roads often experience 6 to 12 minute delays for drawbridge
 openings every 30 minutes, which means there are times when these major arteries are
 closed to traffic for as much as 24 minutes out of every hour.  Adding a closure for another
 train and these primary east- west routes would be virtually closed 40 or more percent of
 the time creating unthinkable traffic delays for emergency services, residents, vacationers
 and business clients.

Mass Transit can be beneficial for the environment and often be a plus for local economy.  I
 question the need, value and economic viability of train service taking 3 hours to run from
 Miami to Orlando when it can be driven in less than 4 hours.  It would be less costly and
 much easier for a family or business person to rent a vehicle for under $100.00 and drive
 then take a train and still need transportation at the other end. In most cases Mass Transit
 is successful when providing service for people living in suburban communities but
 working in major cities, such as in New York and Washington. Where is the need for
 families vacationing in Orlando to visit Miami? Why would someone fly into Miami if their
 destination is Orlando? Where is this need for rail service between Orlando and Miami
 generated? Amtrak already connects Jacksonville-Deland-Orlando-Kissimmee-Tampa-West
 Palm Beach-Fort Lauderdale and Miami.  Is there a public clamoring for more or faster rail
 service?

I am asking you, and my elected representatives, to make absolutely certain Florida East
 Coast Industries LLC provides unquestionable proof this service will not negatively impact
 the safety of residents and communities along its route. In addition to safety, this
 unneeded  rail service will have an unprecedented negative effect on the economy and
 lives of those living on Florida’s south east coast. If there is no clear business or public

 need, we need to ask why would we approve such service and for who’s benefit?

Louis Petrofes

mailto:emailloup@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


208 West Thatch Palm Circle  Jupiter Fl. 33458

Phone 561-214-2563

 

                                                                                                                                                            



From: Rick Drewes
To: aaf_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: All aboard
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:08:30 AM

I am a long time resident of Jensen Beach. We have enough trains here! We all live here for quality of life in
 Florida!! As in many other states, added trains to quieter areas , where we all move to escape crowds, bring traffic
 of cars, people and drugs from the inner cities we avoid !!!!

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:reepum@gmail.com
mailto:aaf_comments@vhb.com.


From: Walter Javorsky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:13:56 PM

Dear Mr John Winkler,

My comments are simple.
We do not need this train and it will be more of a problem than it does any good.

Sincerely,
Walt Javorsky
4 Pineapple Lane
Stuart, FL 34996

mailto:waltjavorsky@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Larry Coviello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 3:52:47 PM

Please let it be known that we are Jupiter Tequesta residents since 1989 and feel that the all
 aboard project will be a disaster

mailto:larrycoviello@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Hnsgma@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 12:31:26 PM

Good Afternoon,
 
I want to register my disapproval of All Aboard Florida. I go to Jupiter Hospital and if I am held up 32
 MORE times per day, it could cause me great harm.  Who is thinking about these things? The vibrations
 and noise will be intolerable.
 
Also, I do not think that a train from Miami to Orlando, running 32 times per day is necessary.  It will cause
 great congestion in Martin County and cause us loss of time to go to Jupiter Hospital in Jupiter, Florida.  If
 there has to be a train, which I doubt will be profitable with passengers, at least do it west of the
 congested area on the coast.  We certainly do not want, need or have use of additional passenger or
 freight trains running through Martin County.  Not only does it impede emergency vehicles but navigation
 on the waterways will suffer, too.
 
I am totally opposed to this concept.
 
Harriet Nolan
8570 SE Eaglewood Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

mailto:Hnsgma@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Al Sammartino
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 8:41:54 AM

John  Winkle  good day to you. As a property owner and business owner in Vero Beach Florida  the value of our
 properties  are dropping we Owen 3.5 acres of land along the rail road tracks and scent All Aboard Florida came
 about the value of my property has drop everyone are saying it because of 32 more drops a day and the traffic hold
 ups are going to be to long . I personal think you should put All Aboard Florida along  state road 95 it will be in no
 once way . Thanks for your time . Al Sammartino

Sent from my iPad

mailto:al@coastalautomotive.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Barbara MacBride
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 6:16:27 PM

No Commuter Train Trough STUART!

Adding a commuter train to the line that already brings freight trains with as many as 150 cars
 on them at times is an incredible burden on a small community. That would make it thirty-two
 trains daily that would block our roads many of which service our two hospitals. 
Thank you for taking the time to read this message from a very concerned resident of Stuart
 since 1973.

mailto:barbaramacbride@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: marymoriarty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 7:26:57 PM

I object to more trains.I live less than a mile from the tracks and am sure this will cause a lot
 of noise and frustration. So I vote NO

Sent from Samsung tablet

mailto:marymoriarty@ymail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Karyn Davidson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov
Subject: All aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:47:19 PM

Mr. John Winkle,
 
I am totally AGAINST ALL ABOARD!!!!!  I live in Stuart, Fl… east of the tracks.  We currently have
 issues with the trains and my children making it to school on time.  Several times, the trains create
 delays for the bus.  I can’t imagine what will happen with increased traffic.  When trains come
 through now, traffic backs up for miles – creating road rage.
 
We are also boaters.  When the bridge goes down to cross the river, boaters line up in the
 waterways until the bridge goes back up.  It is very dangerous with our current traffic.  With the
 proposed All aboard traffic, it will end up closing access to that waterway.  This is the only waterway
 for people west of the bridge to travel to the St. Lucie River, Intracoastal, and inlet.  This will
 severely diminish the property values west of the bridge as well as create a very hazardous pathway
 for boaters.
 
Please reject the all aboard project.
 
Karyn Davidson
Stuart, Fl

mailto:karyndavidson2009@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov


From: Greenberg, Glen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: debra greenberg
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 12:07:36 PM

Please be advised Debra and I are extremely upset with this issue.  We are from CT and made the
 choice to move to Palm Beach Gardens, Frenchman’s Creek 2 years ago.
We have a large business in CT and a division here in Florida.  Because our home here in Florida is
 close to A1A, we constantly hear and feel the trains go by.  By increasing the volume of these heavy
 trains, you will make this home impossible to live in. All Aboard will reduce the value of our
 property, make life extremely uncomfortable and cause us to move back to CT  with our business.
 This situation is just not fair to our family.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra and Glen Greenberg
860 869 6800

mailto:glengreenberg@tcimro.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:deboat33@gmail.com


From: Betty Lauer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:35:19 PM

Forget it..whether it be in west palm or palm beach gardens, the trains would be a constant interference and delay for
 residents and commerce in these areas.
Betty P. Lauer

Sent from my iPad

mailto:rlauer9046@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: barbsanders787@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 11:46:09 AM

We are vehemently opposed to the high speed train that will negatively impact the quality of
 life for the Treasure Coast.
Judge and Mrs. David Clark
Gloria Sanders

--
Sent from myMail app for Android

mailto:barbsanders787@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: ROCKIEPAUL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:58:12 AM

Please  be advised  that the planned  route through  Stuart  and Jupiter  will not only
 DESTROY the boating industry and the tourist  industry  in the area but interfere with
  emergency ambulances that have to cross  the tracks to Martin  and  Jupiter  hospitals.  If the
 trains   block the tracks due to the ancient  bridges over the rivers are inoperable people  will
 die trying to get to the hospital. 

Rosalie  bollen 
Palm city, florida 

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

mailto:ROCKIEPAUL@AOL.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Stefani Hughes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:52:56 PM

Dear US Department of Transportation,
As a lifelong resident of Jensen Beach Florida I would like to share my concern
 relating to the addition of train traffic coming through our town. Yes, our town. In fact,
 being a block away from the downtown Jensen Beach railroad it is terrifying to think
 the town will be further halted, as it is every time a train comes through.

The affect this devastation will have is beyond describable. The property values are
 sure to decrease as the train noise, traffic disruption and danger increases.

Please listen to the people. Please understand there must be options.

Sincerely,
Stef Hughes
Berkshire Hathaway Home Services Florida Realty
2363 SE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart, FL 34996
 
772-283-2800

mailto:stefani_hughes@bellsouth.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Rodney Loper
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:41:43 PM

Hello,
I am writing to voice my concern about the proposed addition of the All Aboard Florida train. 
 I live in Hobe Sound right beside the rail way.  (I live at 8007 SE Coconut St. Hobe Sound 
33455)  
1.  I have four children who enjoy playing in the yard.  I am Very concerned that the number 
and the speed of the trains pose a hazard to children, who might be attracted to the fast moving
 object.  (How many children put coins on the track to see it smashed…?)
2. I am concerned about the noise proliferation caused by the addition of these trains. No 
matter how quiet the enjoins are there is still “track noise”.  Further, what about the whistle at 
every crossing?
3. What about the Pollution of these trains - yes I am aware that they are “ energy efficient”.  
But what about all the dust that is stirred up, the cars that have to wait at the tracks for the 
trains to pass, and a host of other issues just like these that I have cited. 
4. What about the drop in home values that those along the track will no doubt sustain.  
In a fragile housing market we need all the value we can get from our homes. 

I believe you should at least erect a fence to protect kids or even a foliage barrier would 
suffice.  Further, I believe that some kind of sound barrier should be placed to eliminate the 
noise pollution that will be generated.  Lastly, I believe an assessment of the impact on home 
values should be carefully considered by an outside firm, and a settlement offered to 
homeowners within an impact zone.

I would be happy to discuss these issues further if you choose.

blessings,

Rodney Loper

mailto:rodneyloper@hobesoundbiblechurch.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Cathy Hess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:59:10 AM

We are very concerned about the trains coming through our area....Port St Lucie
 ...Fort Pierce...Jensen Beach...Stuart.

We have grandchildren on school buses...who will have to sit while the trains pass. 
 The traffic is challenging already in the areas of the tracks...and with the trains it will
 be unnerving.  Our environment....the impact of the trains will be life long damage.

Our towns will never be the same....

mailto:cathyhess424@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Dixie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:30:55 AM

Dear Sir, I want to voice my concern about the proposed All Aboard Florida.
I live in Hobe Sound and am vehemently opposed to the increased rail traffic that is projected to come thru our area.
 And I think we all know the supposed passenger rail is just a rouse to gain access to increased freight traffic. This
 will greatly decrease my personal property value and I think it unconscionable to do this to tax paying citizens.
 Dixie Bailey.
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:timndixieb@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Tom Keller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:59:23 PM

The impact of additional trains will be more noise and vibration to an already nuisance train.
Not sure what benefits are obtained with more train traffic ?

Tom 

mailto:bigtkeller@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Cathie Teal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:37:43 AM

I am AGAINST the high speed unless if it goes WEST of our hometown of Jensen Beach. 
 Please don't ruin our beautiful town, lifestyle that we so enjoy.
We are boaters & it is difficult enough now waiting for the train bridge - I can't imagine the
 confusion/wait with 32 additional trains per day.

Move the train out west, have ONE am & pm train going both directions, STOP somewhere
 on the Treasure Coast.

Cathie Teal

mailto:cathieteal@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Marc
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:32:58 AM

I want to express that I am against all Aboard
The noise and distraction to the Treasure Coast would be devastating to the area.
Should you detour it more inland And service people in Martin and St Lucie counties as opposed to just
 negatively affecting them I would be open to discussion. 
Please do not disturb our area.

Marc Gittleman
838 SW Palm Cove Dr.
Palm City Fl.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files attached may contain confidential
 and proprietary information. Access by the intended recipient only is authorized. Any liability
 arising from any party acting, or refraining from acting, on any information contained in this
 e-mail is hereby excluded. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender
 immediately, destroy the original transmission and its attachments and do not disclose the
 contents to any other person, use it for any purpose, or store or copy the information in any
 medium.  

mailto:tyar@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Linda Turney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:49:25 AM

Sent from my iPad

Mr. John Winkle,
I am writing to you about All Aboard Florida. We are are residents of Saint Lucie County and have been since 1986.
 We are NOT in favor of All Aboard Florida and do not feel it will benefit our area.
The places that will benefit are Miami and Orlando. The train will blow through here like a hurricane and reduce our
 property values! I am are realtor in this area for 25 years and know this will not improve our way of life.
I have some suggestions on how to get the tourists back and forth between Miami And Orlando.
Improve the tour bus system and take the people from Miami to Orlando that way. Set up a plane system to fly them
 to Orlando. I am all for tourism in our area but blasting through here on a train is not helping our citizens in any
 way! Plus we don't even have a stop off here? If you do this train at all it should be along the turn pike.
I would like to know why this is being shoved on Saint Lucie and Martin & Indian River Counties without out us
 approving it?
Sincerely,
Linda & John Turney

mailto:turneyteam@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:19:38 PM

Citizens along the route, environmental statements are just some of the reason All
 Aboard should not go forward. Those of you who support it should spend one day
 navigating coastal northern county--trains, drawbridges, traffic jams. Trains farther
 west should be the solution. Karen White, Juno Isles Fl 33408

mailto:karon65@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Lisa Arscott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:17:18 AM

Hello,
When we first arrived in Florida, I was disappointed that there was no high speed rail service in
 Florida.  If ever there was a state that could use better transportation options it is Florida...both for
 employees trying to commute and for travelers going to tourist destinations.  I am concerned about
 the high ticket costs and the lack of public transportation connections...again at a reasonable price. 
 Perhaps Uber will shake things up a bit. 
 
Either way dependence on car transport should end.  In Europe high speed rail is efficient, less
 expensive and quiet.  No reason for the US to be so far behind.
 
Regards,
Lisa Arscott

mailto:larscott@live.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Mad Dog
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:11:19 PM

Pat Murphy Thanks for reaping us in this district  Please fight the All Aboard as much as u possibly can. I get ur
 mail but will help as much as I can

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:maddogzog@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Doris Landsman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:23:55 AM

I am opposed to All Aboard Florida as it would be a disastrous disruption to our town without any benefits to it.
 Doris Landsman

Sent from my iPad

mailto:dgems221@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Rusty Quaintance
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:49:36 AM

You cannot put a time limit on SELFISH STUPIDITY and IGNORANCE with listening to the
 PEOPLE living in the area you choose to destroy!!!!!!

Check out my website

http://www.quincesart.portfoliobox.me/home

mailto:rustyquince@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: John Cassidy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abooard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:28:31 AM

 
 
 
Gentlemen
 
We are very concerned about the plan to start the All Aboard Florida train using the FEC tracks.  We
 live in Charleston on the Green, Heritage Ridge, Hobe Sound Florida.  The FEC tracks are about 1
 mile south of this community, at times we are awaken by the freight trains using these tracks at 4
 AM.  We have also been delayed by the trains crossing A1A when we are returning home from
 Stuart, or from the beach.  We will have to put up with a lot of trouble with no benefit, as a station
 is not planned for Stuart.  32 trains a day will only cause us and fellow residence a lot of trouble with
 no benefit. 
 
I am also concerned with the affect this will have on emergency service such as fire trucks, police,
 and ambulance.  The population in this area is mainly senior citizens who many  times need these
 services.       
 
John and Mary Cassidy
6295 SE Charleston Place
Hobe Sound, Fl

mailto:jcass0714@cox.net
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From: BMcilw1950@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord FL - Extend Deadline
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:37:23 PM

                                                                        December 1, 2014
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
 Re All Aboard Florida DEIS 9/14/2014
 
Please extend the deadline for comments to this report from December 3, 2014 for 60 days
 until February 3, 2015!
 
There are at least three reasons you should consider agreeing to this request.
It is complex, brought out by the fact it took you at least 4 months longer to issue the report
 than you originally estimated. There are many items that seem to be missing (archeological
 areas, minority housing, specific wetland and natural habitat). The very design and placement

 of the railroad in the 19th century along the coast presents complex ecological issues which
 need to be addressed.
 
The specific timing has hurt the public several ways. The report was issued on a Friday which
 ironically is the favorite time for organizations to release bad news --- they are assured of
 several “free” days. In order to be sure comment mail gets to you in Washington it must be
 mailed the Saturday after Thanksgiving, another practical constraint against the public. Note:
 few discerning citizens will email comments as the recipient is the consultant selected by AAF
 and paid by AAF. The real problem in our area about the timing has been the summer and fall
 absence of many of our residents. Thousands were not aware of the DEIS until sometime in
 November when they returned from summer homes.
 
Lastly, the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act were not followed. As a
 result we in Indian River County were not able to attend the Scoping meetings presented by
 FRA during May 2013. Our County had no newspaper advertisement or other notice of these
 meetings. As a result we were at least 7 months behind all other affected Counties to learn
 about the rail plan.
 
The sum total of these facts has placed an unreasonable burden on Indian River County which
 is contrary to public law and regulations.
 

mailto:BMcilw1950@aol.com
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This can be partially mitigated if you extend the comment period to February 3, 2015.
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you.
 
 
                                                Robert M. McIlwain
 
305 Coconut Palm Road
Vero Beach, FL 32963
 
                                            



From: J2TAK .
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Abord Flordia
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:25:08 AM

From: James Tutak
9940 S Ocean Dr Apt 1104
Jensen Beach, FL 34957

Dear sirs,
Just a quick note to let you know I support High speed rail in Florida and feel All Aboard
 Florida should be given a chance. However I an in favor of a stop on the Treasure Coast.

Yours truly,
James J Tutak

mailto:jtutak@gmail.com
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From: Tonif6@cs.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida - Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:40 AM

Dear Sirs:

I am writing to register my comment about All Aboard Florida construction of a high speed passenger rail
 system through Ft. Pierce, Florida.

I feel that the report issued did not adequately address the impact on historical sites in downtown Ft.
 Pierce as well as other parts of St. Lucie County.

I think the added passenger trains at high speeds would cause vibration impact to historical structures
 which was not addressed in the report.

I think the addition of "Sealed Corridor" fencing would seriously detract from the historic preservation and
 revitalization efforts being made in Ft. Pierce.

I think the idea of railroad passenger service is not all bad, but consideration should be given to routes in
 the western part of St. Lucie County.

I would "vote against" All Aboard Florida as presently proposed.

Thank you for this avenue to comment.

Toni Monokian
6010 Myrtle Dr.
Ft. Pierce FL 34982

mailto:Tonif6@cs.com
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From: ROMEJA@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:19:20 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle    
 
      My name is John Romanelli and I live with my wife Anita at 8158 S. E. Villa
 Way in Hobe Sound Florida.  Our community, the Villas Of Hobe Sound, has the
 railroad tracks at our back door along Route A1A.  We have owned our
 residence since 1991 and have lived in it since 2000.  We are constantly
 reminded how close the tracks are each time a freight train speeds down the
 tracks.  From the start of the train whistles as the train starts to approach the
 crossings, I believe there are four crossings in our area, to the sound of the
 engines as they groan to pull 100 car trains and the sound of the 100 cars
 trains as they wiz by, the serenity of our peaceful community is shattered.  For
 those homes that are directly next to A1A the confrontation with the train is
 even more frightening.  When I sit in one of their homes I can feel the vibrations
 of the train passing by and watch the pictures and personal mementos hung on
 the walls shake.  If the train is moving really fast the objects will shake for
 several seconds. 
 
     Over the years we have learned to live with the inconvenience of living next
 to the tracks and have adjusted to the number of trains that pass daily.  I still
 have difficulty with the trains that pass roughly around 1 AM, 3 AM and 5 AM.  If
 you leave your bedroom windows open to get some fresh air you feel as if the
 trains are outside your window.  Not a pleasant way to get a good nights sleep.
 
    Now we are being asked to endure even more disruptions in our lives in order
 to allow a few businessmen to impose their dream on us and further destroy
 our simple way of life.  We do not need anymore rail traffic in this area.  I know
 that many people have spoken out and written to you to express their
 displeasure with the proposed expansion of rail traffic along this rout and their
 reasons are very valid.  But what reason to deny this project is more valid than
 the potential destruction of existing communities and properties along the
 proposed route.  Why should so many be asked to endure so much so that so
 few can travel at 100 miles an hour.
 
     Many alternatives have been presented to solve the problem but the most
 responsible one is that if the project is absolutely necessary for the good of the
 citizens of Florida them move the route away from existing neighborhoods.  I
 think that you might get more co-operation from Local Governments and their
 constituents  if this action was taken.
 
     Thank you for your consideration in this matter.  I hope that we still live in a
 society were the little guy still has a voice.
 
 

mailto:ROMEJA@aol.com
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                                                                                                   Sincerely yours,
                                                                                                    John A Romanelli



From: Chalmers Morse
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:02:52 PM

Attn: The Honorable John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 NJ Ave., SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Sir:
 
I am a resident of Vero Beach, Florida and wish to voice my concern regarding the
 proposed high speed train that All Aboard Florida is pushing.
 
Vero Beach gains nothing from the train as it does not stop in our town.  Further
 with 36 proposed trains per day there is a safety burden and an economic burden
 associated with the train.
 

1. The majority of our population lives on the west side of the tracks and the
 hospital is on the east side.  Thirty six trains a day will cause traffic problems,
 resulting in emergency equipment and citizens not having timely access to the
 hospital,

2. There are a number of endangered species that live along the FEC tracks, i.e.
 the scrub jay and gopher tortoise.

3. There is an archaeological site along the tracks known as "Vero Man" that is
 currently being excavated by a number of universities and museums,
 including the Smithsonian. 

4. Vero Beach, being a small town is dependent of tourism, which would be
 jeopardized by the number of trains and noise generated by the trains,
 resulting in the loss of jobs.

5. A better alternative, would be for the train to travel parallel to the Florida
 turnpike, which is direct from Miami to Orlando and would not impact the
 communities along the Treasure Coast where the train will not stop. The
 distance would be shorter than the proposed route by about 1/3, which was
 proposed a number of years ago.

Sir I strongly urge you and the members of the committee to consider the
 alternative. The proposed train is unpopular, expensive and unnecessary.
 
Sincerely,
 

mailto:cimorsesr@gmail.com
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Chalmers I. Morse
cimorsesr@gmail.com
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From: Riki Russell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:20:29 PM

This project is not about travel or a quicker way to Orlando....We have many ways to get there, that would be
 quicker or cheaper.  This project is getting railroaded through...  Pun intended.   Do the math there is no way that
 the railroad can pay down the loan that they are going to take to get this thing built.   They will run their trains once
 the infrastructure has been built and after a short grace period they will lobby to increase the amount of freight that
 they move down these new and faster tracks...   Fact Panama had just completed an widening of the canal.  Miami
 is a major port but the infrastructure is not currently available to move the quantities that would be possible to be
 profitable....

This is a sham, a scam and it will damage the life that many of us have built here on the treasure coast...   30+  trains
 a day...   Look how long the bridge will take to go up and down killing any boating activity west of US1, 
 Confusion corner, Gone....  The very land scape will change in the Downtown area with so many trains traveling at
 a high rate of speed and no way to cross for Emergency vehicles...

There are tracks the are out west that could have been used with far less impact to our area....

This is a bad deal...  Look at what we got with the locks and what has happened to the River....   That is exactly what
 our roads will be like but instead of brown toxic water we will be staring at the red tail lights of cars waiting for the
 trains to pass. and being forced to schedule our trips out to be sure we don't get stuck.

Stop it if it can be stopped...

Sincerely,

Riki Russell
Palm City/Stuart since 1979
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From: jane a shepard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All abord Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:42:55 AM

Please keep it going quickly. I moved here in 1988. A high speed rail was promised then. It is time to enter the
 modern age. Other countries have these conveniences and don't even notice the inconvenience. I hope I can use it in
 my lifetime.

mailto:janeshepard2424@att.net
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From: TROY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abort! Abort! Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:58:22 AM

This boondoggle must be stopped,not needed,too expensive,and the massive
 increase in train traffic on the FEC,necessitating approximately 30000! horn blasts in
 Palm Beach county alone, 115 crossings x16 AAF trains(back and forth) +soon to be
 28 freight trains  x 4 horn blasts.And no,I do not believe the money will ever
 magically appear to upgrade the crossings so a quiet zone can be established, as
 the news has been reporting.you will still have MASSIVE traffic disruptions due to no
 over or of course underpasses in Florida. Does AAF really think they will fill 16 trains
 A DAY to Orlando? The late monorail to Orlando debacle was thrown out by the
 legislature,thank the stars! This is more of the same. And yes I do live only 1200 ft
 from the FEC tracks in Boca Raton,I know what I'm talking about. Is AAF budgeting
 for earplugs for the millions affected?
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From: Charles Jurewicz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abound Florida is a failure
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 10:03:20 AM
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From: HSnev
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all abourd
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 12:13:36 PM

 Progress always creates objection from people that don't want to be disrupted. So be it with AAF.
 I strongly favor the high speed rail. I suggest one stop, that would be, in my opinion, an asset to
 the line. Melbourne already has an international  airport. The airport and the rail stop fit together. I
 would be a benefit  to Miami and to Orlando. I leave the rest to you imagination.
H.F.Snevel
772-569-4973

mailto:snev@att.net
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From: Carolyn Kosins (via Google Docs)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abroad Florida 12/01/2014
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:41:45 AM
Attachments: All Abroad Florida 11202014.pdf

Carolyn Kosins has attached the following document:

All Abroad Florida 11/20/2014

Please see attachment.

Google Docs: Create and edit documents online.
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All Aboard Florida
December 01, 2014
Carolyn Kosins
Sebastian, Florida


All Aboard Florida/East Coast Railways will devastate the very fabric of our coastal 
communities on the Treasure Coast.  It is unbelievable that people with greed and connections 
to government can come and do as they please, yet all we can do is stand by and let it happen. 
There are no positives, only negatives.  Does anyone think that the tourists or snowbirds will 
still come and spend their money here?  Buy or rent their winter homes here?  Or eat at our 
restaurants, use our beautiful waterways, shop at our small businesses? Where is the vote on 
the issue?  Where are the pickets?  Where is the outrage? 


I have read many editorials concerning the train in our local newspaper and know there 
are many that have done their research to inform us of what is to come. Do try to read every 
one of those articles and sincerely appreciate their input.  If we do nothing now it will be too late 
and we can’t change our minds later.  Maybe many feel it’s just gonna happen, so get over it. 
This is kind of how I feel too.  When and if it does happen I will not be here.  Probably hundreds, 
if not thousands will feel the same.  I will sell my home at a devalued price and move to where 
there is not the ever constant train.


It is ironic but I have always felt the railways are a great way to move cargo and 
people across country.  Never realized they could come right through the middle of bedroom 
communities and quaint towns at speeds of 110 mph and thought to be good and safe.


Also, understand that it won’t just be high speed trains but even more ‘longer’ freight 
trains. Currently the Panama Canal is being dredged wider and the Port of Miami deeper so 
that super tankers carrying goods can come through. This means more goods will be ported 
in Miami to be rail shipped to the north. There will be longer wait times for the trains to pass at 
street and bridge/waterway crossings.  More chances of train breakdowns, accidents, spills, and 
explosions, maybe even toxic materials.  All this right down the middle of our wonderful coastal 
communities where we live, work and play.  To the west is the only alternative that makes 
any logical sense where it will not intrude into so many lives and our environment.  Through 
enrichment of a few there will be suffering of many.  It will be a slow death.


Carolyn Kosins







From: Louise P. Andrews
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: cdrestore
Subject: All Board Florida - Freight Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:47:44 PM

December 1, 2014

Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. Room W38-31
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
This letter is in reference to All Aboard Florida’s plan to apply for Federal money to
 send 32 high speed trains and 50 freight trains through Stuart, Florida when the
 Panama Canal is completed. Many believe the loan is already a done deal and are
 disgusted with OUR Federal Government. It is my hope that you will take my
 concerns under consideration before approving a loan, if granted, and in the event of
 failure to repay the loan, the government must require the rail lines/property be used
 as loan collateral instead of equipment. Default on the loan is very likely because we
 all know the U.S. rail service is subsidized by the tax payers!
 
Although there are many concerns, my primary concern centers on the myriad of
 problems relative to increased freight train traffic. Please follow my logic as listed
 below:

1. AAF plans to double and triple the tracks through the Treasure Coast, to provide
 for new high speed trains and increased freight trains moving north and south.

2. The train trestle bridge over the St. Lucie Waterway is only 1 set of tracks with
 no AAF provision to add another set of tracks across the river. The bridge is
 over 100 years old, takes 20 minutes to close whose signal comes from
 Jacksonville. The bridge should be replaced.

3. The one set of tracks north of this bridge makes a 40 degree turn, is a serious
 safety concern as the train must slow down, otherwise it will leave the tracks,
 plow into street traffic and block the road until cleared of debris.

4. The average freight train is 1 – 1.75 miles in length while AAF’s report states
 their freight trains will average 2.6 miles in length.

5. While waiting for a southbound freight train or faster moving high speed train to
 pass over the St. Lucie Waterway bridge, a northbound freight train sitting on
 the tracks will have to wait on the tracks south of the bridge. This 2.6 mile long
 freight train will block commuter traffic at all 6 major crossings in Stuart. None
 of this has been addressed in the AAF Impact Report. A map is attached for
 your perusal, the red dots being the crossings most affected.

6. According to my calculations, these are the times it will take for a 2.6 mile long
 freight train, travelling at the speeds indicated, to pass through each crossing
 through the Town of Stuart.

mailto:cdrestore@comcast.net
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           a) 10 mph speed (52,800 feet/hr) = 15.6 minutes
                        b)  15 mph speed (105,600 feet/hr) = 7.8 minutes
)                       c)  20 mph speed (132,000 feet/hr) = 6.24 minutes

           7. Using the above data, 50 daily freight trains will block traffic at each crossing
 12.5 hours, 6.5 hours or 5.2 hours each day,

               respectively.
           8. The daily schedule of 32 high speed and 50 freight trains passing through

 Stuart and how long a sitting/non-moving freight train
               must wait in Stuart to pass over the St. Lucie Waterway bridge is NOT

 addressed in the AAF Impact Statement.
     9. When a 2.6 mile long freight train waits south of the bridge or travels slowly

 through town, traffic at all major railroad crossings will back up but most
 seriously to the west to the U.S. #1 highway, the major north-south artery in
 Stuart. At all the major railroad crossings in Stuart, the distance between the
 railroad crossings and U.S. #1 is not more than 50 – 150 feet. The east-west
 backup across U.S .#1 will obstruct the north-south flow of traffic on this major
 artery as well. This information has also been omitted from the AAF Impact
 Report.
 
According to AAF, the reason for the government loan is for the addition of the high
 speed rail service. However, based on all that has been omitted from the AAF Impact
 Report regarding how the increased freight train traffic will affect the daily lives of our
 citizens, I believe the loan is a smoke screen. The loan will ultimately be used to
 improve and add new rail lines for the increased Asian freight, scheduled to begin
 with the opening of the enlarged Panama Canal.
 
The freight train tracks need to run parallel to the I95 corridor or up through the
 middle of the state – not through the towns of the Treasure Coast. I realize a
 business is in business to make money but a big corporation should not be permitted
 to omit serious consequences of their actions in an Environmental Impact Statement
 when asking for a government loan for passenger service. In addition to making
 money, it’s as if AAF’s bottom line should also read “….and the public be damned.”
 They need to be a good neighbor. And if they won’t, it is up to you, Mr. Hinkle, and
 the Federal Railroad Administration to force them to be good neighbors.
 
It is my understanding that all public comments will be posted online. I will be looking
 for my comments and subsequent changes in the draft.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Louise Andrews (772.334.2584)
1397 NE Sago Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957-6429    
 
  
 



 
  



From: john clark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Board Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:13:14 PM

Mr Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration

Sir,

As a long time resident of South Florida, I understand the need for rail transportation. 
 However,  I think the current plan is short sighted in utilizing the current rail system to
 transport passenger and additional freight.

Within the next twenty years, that rail system will be obsolete.

Having lived in Japan for over 15 years, their rail system is second to none.
Even their ridership is down with more Japanese relying on the automobile.
However, when I travel to Japan.  At some point, I will use the rail system.  It's reasonable,
 time saving, clean, efficient, and enjoyable.    I'm not quite sure, ABF would be the same
 experience.

Regardless, I think a separate track away from the population would be the best avenue.  I'd
 love to see station stops.  I currently drive to Orlando airport (2 hrs) away and it would be
 great to take the train.  When I'm in San Francisco, I utilize the BART.

Perhaps it's time to re-think the original plan.  Offer Station Stops..as an option. Not in the
 future.     

Thank you.   John Clark  

-- 
John Clark 
SENIOR SOLUTIONS INSURANCE AGENCY,  LLC
1151 SW 30th Street, Suite F
Palm City, FL 34990
(561) 818 2506
Florida Licensed Agent  P024330
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From: Susan Rezendes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All board florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:32:55 AM

> We live in Hobe Sound Florida and are totally against the proposed All Board Florida high speed trains from
 Miami to Orlando. Having up to an additional 32 trains per day will have a significant negative impact on our
 public safety and our peaceful and quiet community. There is not one resident here that supports this. We can only
 hope and pray that our voices are heard and not ignored. Thank you
>
> Sincerely,
> Bill and Susan Rezendes
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From: judith humphrey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All NOT aboard Fla.
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 5:21:02 PM

There is no benefit to the cities between W. Palm Beach & Orlando....We have attended most of the meetings about
 this issue ( All Aboard ).....at the last one      ( Kane Center )...none of the ALL Aboard representatives could tell us
 the benefit except that we would have new railroad crossing gates ( which we would have to arrange for less horn
 noise on our own if we didn't want so much noise......are we lucky or what????) one rep said it would cost too much
 money to head westward....what about the cost to all the business & home owners etc. if this goes through? If we
 wanted noise & confusion we'd head to N.Y......money hungry executives seem to like to take over the most
 beautiful & desirable places to live in the US & turn them into undesirable places to live. At the Kane Center, all
 the people who were collecting petitions etc. were from All Aboard.....wonder what they did with all those negative
 feedbacks???????? We doubt if anyone cares what
 the
 majority wanted.....just busy work....just smoke & mirrors......do what is right & head westward.....
                        Judy & Don Humphrey    Stuart Fla.
                        jjhumphrey@yahoo.com
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From: Wazie1
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; wazie1@aol.com
Subject: All NOT Aboard Florida !
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:56:57 PM

Ok...not sure who will read this, but I HAVE to speak out before it's too late!  This whole idea of a "high
 speed passenger" train ROARING through the otherwise serene towns along the Treasure Coast is
 pure hogwash.  Sorry, but this is exactly how I, and the vast majority of us who live in the affected area,
 feel!  
It's all too obvious that the "lobbying" that has gone on thus far seeks to delude those who attend any
 meetings into thinking that the main reason FOR this project is to make it easier for PEOPLE to go
 between Orlando and Miami when eventually it will be used for freight hauling cars, since THIS is the
 only way such a rail service could expect to make money!
Shame on those who are involved with this plan!!!!!  You seek monetary gain at the cost of so many
 trusting people whose lives will be forever changed to their detriment should this plan go through.  
It will SPLIT many of the charming towns in half, causing waiting periods that could impact emergency
 responders to have to wait when lives could be at stake, as well as putting hospitals on one side, while
 someone needing to go to the ER is on the "other" side of the tracks.
The list goes on WHY NOT to consider this plan at all.
I'm hoping that enough people will make their thoughts known so that this "idea" will die as if it had never
 been a "thought".

Sydney Chichester
Vero Beach, FL
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From: mary anne daniels
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mary anne daniels
Subject: ALL NOT ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:56:20 PM

I AM WRITING TO EXPRESS MY DISAPPROVAL OF THE AAF PROPOSED RAILROAD ROUTE ALONG
 THE EAST COAST OF FLORIDA FROM MIAMI TO ORLANDO.  THIS IS A DISASTER.  HAVEN'T WE
 LEARNED ANYTHING FROM THE PAST MISTAKES OF DISTROYING THE SMALL COMMUNITIES
 AND THE OCEAN VIEWS ALONG THE SOUTHERN PART OF FLORIDA?   BIG BUSINESS ATE UP ALL
 THAT WATERFRONT.

 WAKE UP EVERYONE, BEFORE THE COASTLINE IS ALL GONE.  WHAT ABOUT THE LOCAL TRAFFIC
 TIE UPS AND THE BOAT DELAYS ALONG THE WATERWAYS DUE TO THE BRIDGE CLOSINGS?. 
 THIS IS ALL WRONG - PLEASE PUT A STOP TO THIS NOW!!!!!!!  

  WE  WHO LIVE ALONG THE EAST COAST DO NOT WANT THIS TRAIN TRAFFIC IN OUR
 COMMUNITIES.

EVEN THOUGH I AM EXPRESSING MY CONCERNS I HAVE LITTLE FAITH THAT THIS WILL BE
 STOPPED.  THERE IS TOO MUCH POWERFUL MONEY AND POLITICS INVOLVED.  THE ORDINARY
 RESIDENTS OF FLORIDA DON'T STAND A CHANCE FOR THIS TO BE CHANGED.
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From: Edie Gengras
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All NOT Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:33:50 PM

REROUTE THE SECTION THROUGH THE TREASURE COAST!!!!  The train works well from Miami
 to Palm Beach but inland is the only good decision for the final leg.  As it is proposed now, the
 section along the Treasure Coast would be a disaster for the area – with NO benefits save the
 initial construction.
 
Edie Gengras
Hobe Sound, FL
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From: L. Heathcote Edgar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All not aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:17:58 AM

First, when an environmental report is engaged by the group that wants it to be in their favor as opposed to an
 independent researcher, one tends not to trust it.  32 passenger trains going through Indian River County would,
 alone, create disaster for everyone, most especially emergency vehicles.  Now add in the long slow freight we
 already have. Our county would be divided right down the middle.
Second, I truly believe the real reason for this is to increase freight by rail.  I am a NIMBY on this as I agree with
 the need, but feel if AAF REALLY WANTED TO DO THE BEST JOB POSSIBLE, they would go down the
 shorter middle of the state corridor where the population is less dense and the route is shorter.
As I drive down the beautiful Indian River Dr in St Lucie, even now I wonder at the havoc rail creates in the lives of
 the residents.  I cannot imagine how much worse this would be with 32 additional trains a day. 
I cannot think of a single plus for the Treasure Coast from this proposal, and our price for nothing is exorbitant.
Please reconsider!
Sincerely,
Lynne Edgar
3927 indian River D East
Vero Beach, Fl 32963
lynneedgar@me.com

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Harriet Downie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Not Aboard for Rail Road
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 4:13:34 PM

I am sure you have many dislikes about this situation, but The fact is, you have
 tracks out west of the town of Stuart. When I bought my house I knew about
 the freight trains and the airport. These few things are a way of life, but now
 you want to come down the middle of this town running 70+ mph, we have parks
 by the train tracks, along with homes and businesses.
 
I also want to let you know that moving sand around in these freight car's is
 already a danger to our health. The sand that comes from the trains and fall's
 unto these tracks have Silca Sand which is used to make concrete, however no
 one seems to tell you how dangerous it is to your health by breathing this stuff
 and when a train goes by this stuff get's tossed into the air and of course we
 then breath it.
 
Also all the dirt that comes from these trains running through our town also
 comes into our homes. We have to keep our windows closed, and run air
 conditioning, which in the end cost us money not the train's.
 
Next to this our main hospital for heart patients is on the river side. Do you
 know how bad traffic is when backed up due to a train coming through, they
 can not get to a hospital fast enough. That is one of the main reason's we built
 two new bridges over the river so that we have four lanes and they are able to
 get there, we had a lot of death's happen because the bridges were up for
 boaters or traffic was backed up and no place to go to get around traffic.
 
If a train happens to wreck in our town it will hit our homes as we are not but a
 few feet away from the tracks, same with the parks in our area. These fast
 trains also cause our house's to shake at times and our windows rattle, so that
 would mean I will have more damage done to the foundation of my home and
 the home's of my neighbors.
 
If you want a train which is really not necessary it should be sent out West of
 our town, you have plenty of tracks there. You have no stops in our town, St.
 Lucie, Martin County, Vero Beach, Hobe Sound therefore you really don't need
 to bring this through our town.
 
I am not rich to where I can just pack up and move and lose my investment in
 my home. I am retired and have lived here in my home for over twenty years
 now and with all the trains etc have redone the outside of my home several
 different times. After awhile this also get's expensive since you have to pay to
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 get it redone, draw permits etc.
 
Please by all means go out west, most of that is cattle country and don't think
 it could do much damage to cattle.
 
Thank you for your consideration in regards to public input.
 
Cordially
Harriet Fricker Downie
801 SE 15 St
Stuart, Fla. 34994



From: Roseann Rodd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all not aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:35:55 PM

     I am a concerned resident of Martin County Florida that lives extremely close to the
 railroad tracks .It basically runs through my backyard as I live on Suddard drive in Tequesta. I
 have more than one concern regarding your not so brilliant idea to have  an excessive amount
 of trains run at high speed on tracks that are old and I constantly watch being repaired . Trains
 are constantly stopped along route and or moving slowly already due to the heavy weight of
 freight. I cannot imagine something going that FAST through my residential neighborhood
 When I first bought my home I didn't mind the train until one day it stopped and blocked all
 entrances onto Tequesta: Riverside dr,Tequesta drive and County line Thank goodness on that
 day I had no emergency because   the only way out of neighborhood was a route unbeknown
 to me as a new resident, and I still get lost traveling it as it takes probably 40 minutes to go
 through private neighborhoods People asked me that night how do I get out? The same way
 we couldn't get out emergency vehicles cannot get In within ample time to help in an
 emergency What if the propane tank leaks gain? What about the noise?? There have been
 numerous accidents on the corner of old Dixie and county line already that have most
 certainly been caused by people "racing the train" There have even been deaths. more trains
 more deaths  Modern day technology people follow there gps devices strictly make rights into
 on coming trains. More trains more deaths. The extreme noise and anxiety of this fast train
 every time I think of it t blaring through into Johnathan Dickenson Park killing wildlife (more
 trains more deaths),makes my heart rate go up makes me loose sleep ,hope  there is not a train
 coming cant get to the hospital, more trains more deaths!!!
     This is written quickly with only a few things in mind I can write NUMEROUS concerns
 as to why this is just not a good idea. Thank you for your consideration. RoseAnn Rodd
 concerned resident
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From: judy humphrey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL NOT ABOARD
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:36:01 PM

I see no positive reasons for having a “passenger” & (mainly) freight train going up the East coast of Fla.& ruining
 everyone’s way of life along it’s way…….there is only one positive……. & that is the money going to a few people
 who do not live in the area affected…..we who reside in the area will get stuck paying for much of this railroad
 project & no benefit…………do everyone a favor & go up the middle of the state & leave our populous &
 beautiful.area alone..

signed….Judy Humphrey
               Stuart, Fla.
               772-223-1851
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From: cindyljay@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all not aboard
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 10:21:20 AM

We are not in favor of the trains coming through Stuart or anywhere through the
 treasure coast!!!!!!!!!!
cindy & gary jay
stuart, fl residents
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From: Janet Brown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL UNABOARD
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:04:46 PM

Who in the world would ever think the idea of another boondoggle would be approved by residents of the Treasure
 Coast that doesn't even benefit us in any way. Do you have any idea the disruption it would have in Stuart - let
 alone the cost. Oh, I'm sorry, it is being funded with private money. If you think the people here believe that, I have
 some quicksand property that would be more feasible to  run a train on it!!!  If rapid transit is so needed, why isn't
 this track going thru the middle of the state. I'm sure it would be much faster!!!
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From: Donald Feltner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All_Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:31:37 PM

A good idea ... for tho.  se not affected by the noise and traffic abuses. 

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Bob Riedel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Allaboard fl
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:37:47 AM

Just say no
Sent from my iPad
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From: Eberhardt, Beverly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL-ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:43:42 PM

We live east of A1A in Hobe Sound, about 100 yards from the tracks.  Currently, the trains pass by
 about every half hour.  If we are on the patio, we have to suspend conversation until it passes, and
 for a longer length of time when talking on a telephone.  We are very upset with the prospect of
 increased railroad noise and vibrations at our house as well as further delays at railroad crossings
 while traveling.

We respectfully request that this project be cancelled.
 
Thank you for consideration in this matter.
 
Regards,
 
Beverly Eberhardt
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From: Hamcdaniel1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All-Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 6:13:24 AM

    We do need more and improved rail service here and in many other areas.  We've not had anything on
 the East Coast of Florida in nearly 50 years, yet roads get more crowded, gas gets more expensive, and
 travel difficulty increases.  If AAF would plan to add one stop to each of their planned 16 trains each way
 daily, much of this could be resolved.  How about if the first train southbound stops at Cocoa, the second
 in Melbourne, the third in Vero Beach and the fourth at Port St. Lucie; repeat the pattern for all trains in
 each direction.  This would probably add 5 minutes to the schedule of each train, but would provide
 opportunity for people in intermediate cities to travel to airports/cruises at terminal cities and to avoid
 paying $20 per day to park.  The multiple trips daily would allow for round-trips as well.
    Amtrak, the Florida East Coast Railway and the State of Florida came to an agreement to operate two
 trains daily on the FEC between Jacksonville and Miami in March, 2012, and this information was never
 in the press.
    Granted, these are not major metropolitan areas, but residents have the same needs.  I-95 in South
 Florida has the highest fatality rate per mile of any highway in the United States, and an alternative is
 needed.  Rail travel would represent a favorable alternative for most people.
                                                Thank you,  Haynes McDaniel, Vero Beach
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From: dipomasl@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Allaboard High Speed Train
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 12:39:47 PM

This planned high speed train is a disaster in the making.  It will fail and cost the
 Government billions when all is said done due to a default on the proposed loan.  It is
 a disaster to all Treasure Coast citizens with the constant closing of crossings and
 problems for boat traffic.  The backups will be horrendous and the people living on
 the West side of Vero Beach will be denied immediate access to the hospital.  It will
 fail as a passenger train.  Common sense says it will not work.  Check on the
 profitability of other high speed passenger trains.   

Doug Pomasl

AMERICAN SOLUTIONS FOR BUSINESS
Doug and Irene Pomasl
1161 35th Ave.
Vero Beach,  FL  32960
e-mail: dipomasl@aol.com
Ph  772-770-2715  Fax  772-257-5704
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From: Ronald Renner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 11:04:26 AM

To whom it may concern:
>
> Businesses and individuals residing in Southeast Florida, especially, the “Treasure Coast” should take a look at the
 route AAF plans from Miami to Orlando.
> The railroad tracks parallel our beautiful Ocean Front for most of the planned high speed route, passing through
 the most visited tourist attractions, cities
> and towns offering entertainment, lodging, theater, concerts, recreational facilities, swimming, fishing and
 boating, hotels, motels, condo’s and beautiful homes.
> The entire route planned by All Aboard Florida will have a devastating effect on the entire east coast of Florida,
 not just the Treasure Coast.
> The traffic in Stuart is already a problem without the proposed AAF changes. The boating and fishing community
 will be totally affected
> with all the bridge openings and delays as planned.
> Stuart downtown, Jensen Beach downtown, Hobe Sound downtown, Fort Pierce downtown and many others
 hosting restaurant’s, shops, cottages and
> rental properties will also feel the effect if AAF plans become a reality.
> So, we get to pay more taxes to fund all the extras, like quiet zones and safe crossings, and yet we stand to lose the
 amenities that brought most of us
> to Florida,  just to have a very dangerous high speed train transport potential tourist from Miami to Orlando?
> All Aboard Florida needs to be stopped.
> Sincerely,
> Ron Renner
> Stuart, FL
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From: GLEN BLAIR
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 12:31:15 PM

Who is this good for?  What is the need for this?   "Job creation" is the usual political hoax.  The alleged purpose
 of High speed passenger service is both flawed and fraudulent.  The true intent is for a private company -getting
 tax payer funding- to enrich a few private individuals, along with a handful of politicians- and the Port of Miami- in
 order to establish High Volume Massive Rail Freight....affecting the lives of tens of thousands of regular Florida
 citizens who will be negatively impacted in many ways:  disruption; noise; safety; inconvenience; pollution; lower
 property values....while receiving ZERO benefits.
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From: Carol McGee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:28:19 AM

To whom it may concern,
I would like to take this opportunity to say"nay" to All Aboard Florida. I feel it will have a detrimental impact on the
 roads and bridges. The traffic in the Stuart area already is congested enough. We do not need any other delays!! I
 question the need for such a service operating so often. It doesn't make sense to inconvenient so many, jeopardize
 their investment in their home value and discourage future growth for a service that has questionable need.

Regards,
Carol McGee
Palm City
Sent from my iPhone
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From: pjacobso@rochester.rr.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:16:58 PM

        As a Port St. Lucie permanent resident and voter, I wish to express my outrage with the proposed All Aboard
 Florida environmental impact statement which does not address the detrimental effect the proposed train route will
 have on the Treasure Coast. The train route will result in increased noise, and have a deleterious effect on the
 response time of emergency vehicles, and will negatively impact traffic in Stuart, particularly near the railroad
 bridge over the St. Lucie River. STOP ALLABOARD NOW!    Peter Jacobson
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From: scubatsa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: scubatsa@aol.com
Subject: ALLABOARDFLORIDA
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 1:19:57 AM

This project will send too many trains through Florida's coastal towns, creating increased
 noise levels in peaceful areas. The increase in trains through towns will slow many workers
 on their way to work.
Respectfully,
Sara K. Allen

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy Mega™, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Cwpsmp1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 1:54:14 PM

Sirs,
As residents of Palm City, FL, who previously commuted on "MetroNorth" between Fairfield, CT and
 Grand Central Terminal, and frequently rode the "MetroLiner" from NYC to Washington DC and Boston,
 we would like to comment in opposition to the proposed, so-called, "AllAboard Florida" high-speed
 passenger rail system.
 
It is inconceivable that such a rail system, serving a region of only 8 million people (including many
 retirees), would be financially successful, when "MetroNorth" and others serving the nation's highest
 population density region, 50 million, requires taxpayer subsidies. Therefore, if the AAF system is built as
 proposed with govt-guaranteed loans, the tax-paying public will be faced with two unattractive options;
 bankruptcy, with only a few used passenger rail cars to sell to somebody; or subsidize its operations.
 
In addition, the proposed AAF route, surface-level tracks passing through the center of small towns on the
 "Treasure Coast" at high speed without stopping, scarcely compares with the elevated tracks, numerous
 motor vehicle underpasses, and convenient service in much of the Northeast (and Europe).
 
If this system is built a all, it should be routed further inland between West Palm Beach and Orlando,
 either utilizing the CSX tracks, or along Florida's Turnpike's right of way.
 
Thank you very much.
 
Very truly yours,
 
Charles W. and Sharon M., Phillips
5551 SW Landing Creek Dr, Palm City. FL 34990
 
 
 
.
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From: Hermine Paulin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Alll Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 9, 2014 12:00:20 PM

I have been living on the Treasure Coast ( Stuart) for 40 years and am  vehemently  OPPOSED
 to the All Aboard Florida Train.
I'll do everything in my power to to   S T O P  it.   
Hermine Paulin
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From: Peter G
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: alternative to AAF plans
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 9:50:31 AM

Dear Federal Railroad Administration:
 
The peacefulness of Florida’s Treasure Coast communities is being threatened by Florida East Coast
 Industries’ (FECI) plans for its All Aboard Florida Railway (AAF). To implement those plans FECI/AAF
 has applied for a federal loan.
 
I suggest the best way to help our Treasure Coast communities is to require that AAF use Class 1
 railroad track wherever possible. The webpage 
 http://www.dot.state.fl.us/rail/Publications/Maps/FloridaRailMap2006.JPG shows that there is
 existing Class 1 track running up the coast from Miami, through both Fort Lauderdale and West
 Palm Beach, then running inland through Winter Haven, and finally into Orlando. AAF wants to use
 the Class 2 track between West Palm Beach and Cocoa and then lay new track from Cocoa to
 Orlando.
 
We the people (i.e. our federal government) should not finance AAF’s construction of new track, nor
 should we finance unnecessary refurbishment of Class 2 track when existing Class 1 track is available
 to meet AAF’s business plan.
 
FECI/AAF should be forced to use the Class 1, Winter Haven route or abandon its plans.
 
Respectfully,
Peter Greenwald
1866 SW Palm City Road, Stuart, FL 34994
 
413-348-3660
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From: Yancey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Application by All Aboard Florida for New Passenger Service in South Eastern Florida
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 6:51:17 PM
Attachments: Train letter #2.docx

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen,

Attached you will find my comments, concerns, and suggestions regarding this application.  The bottom line for me
 in Stuart, Florida is that I can see no short or long term benefits.  I would appreciate your review of my concerns
 and the overall effect your approval would have on every one of the residents living along the Treasure Coast.

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter.

Sincerely,
Dave Hillegas
Stuart, Florida
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David Hillegas

3713 SE Starboard Lane

Stuart, Florida 34997

November 21, 2014

Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration

SE Room W38-311

1200 New Jersey Avenue

Washington, DC 20590



Re:  Application to the Federal Railroad Administration for a New Passenger Rail Service from Orlando to Miami along the East Coast of Florida (All Aboard Florida)



Dear Mr. Winkle,

I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and very concerned about the consequences of a favorable decision on the application to expand the Florida East Coast Railroad for passenger service.  My concerns not only affect me and my family but all my neighbors here and all along the railroad tracks from Daytona to West Palm Beach. 

If for some reason the Federal Railroad Administration wants to approve this application to improve economic conditions in Florida, I suggest that the applicant utilize the railroad tracks which currently go from West Palm Beach to Orlando on the western side of I-95 and the Florida Turnpike. This would  result in far fewer problems and adverse effects on all the residents living along the proposed route as there would be far fewer railroad crossings, far fewer railroad bridges, and especially a very great reduction in the number of residents affected between West Palm Beach and Orlando. In addition it seems that the upfront infrastructure costs would be greatly reduced.

The specific reasons and concerns which follow will very likely result in a sizable decline in the living conditions and way of life on the south east coast of Florida.



I. How will new passenger service affect my life?

A. Short term

1. No benefit to me or my neighbors as there are no stops in Stuart or from Daytona to West Palm Beach

2. Greatly increased delays at railroad crossings for all individuals living east of the tracks…this includes me.

3. Greatly increased waiting time for ambulances and firetrucks to get to my house.  I am older and prompt emergency service is important to me.

4. Greatly increased safety hazards as train speeds will be substantially increased.  The population east of the railroad is mostly retired, older folks with reduced eyesight and hearing.

5. The noise level will increase substantially.  Each freight train now blasts its horn about 3 or 4 times at each crossing.  I have 2 crossings near my home, and there are currently about 60 to 80 horn blasts per day for me.  With 30 more trains it will increase to about 280 horn blasts per day…an increase of over 400%. 

6. There will be a substantial increase in the wait time to get my boat under the railroad bridge in Stuart, which results in many more boats waiting in line; and if wind and tides are heavy, the potential for accidents increases.  This is a major safety hazard for boats going to and from the west coast of Florida over Lake Okeechobee.

B. Long term 

1. When I use to ride AMTRAK from New York to Washington, DC during my working days, I noticed that the residential homes and small business looked old, run down, and not maintained along the tracks.  I never saw well maintained homes and businesses within about 1/4 mile of the tracks.

2. What do the deteriorating values along the tracks mean for me?  Over time property values will fall as fewer buyers will be willing to put up with all the noise, delays, and deteriorating buildings near the tracks.

3. Small businesses on the east side of the tracks will have fewer customers from the west side of the tracks due to delays and hassles at crossings.  These customers will only visit businesses and restaurants on the west side of the tracks.

4. Many small business may close as they are only marginally profitable now.

5. The Florida Counties, where the tracks are located, will very likely receive reduced real estate taxes because of property values dropping on the east side of the tracks where most of the higher priced homes exist.  Values of homes on the west side are lower for similar types of homes as they are not near the water, ocean, or bays.

6. I expect that the applicants for this new rail service will put up very little of their own funds and will rely on substantial loans from the Federal Government and/or Federal Agencies and/or Florida.  If the owners are serious, I think they should put up at least 25% of the upfront starting costs and pledge all the companies assets and partnership interests as guaranteed collateral for the government loans.  In addition they should pledge some of their own assets as guaranteed collateral for these loans.  This would really show they are committed to long term profitability.

7. Passenger service alone will not make their investment profitable.  Just take a look at AMTRAK profits from rail service where it serves multi millions of people living between Boston and Washington, DC.  The Federal Government continues to subsidize AMTRAK.

8. My impression is that this railroad will have difficulty in reaching profitability for many many years, if ever. This means that tax payers, including me, will be asked to pay taxes for subsidies to keep the operation going; and if there is bankruptcy, our tax dollars will also be used to pay off all or part of the Federal and State guarantees on loans to this railroad.



With the potential that tax payers will be asked to provide funds for subsidies to the railroad and that my quality of living will decline and building values will very likely decline for me and all residents living within 1/2 mile of the railroad, I hope the Federal Railroad Administration will decline to approve this application on the railroad and not diminish the appeal of the Treasure Coast to visitors and home buyers.

Thank you are reviewing these thoughts and concerns.  Please forward them to the decision makers for their review.  Again, I urge the Federal Railroad Administration to vote against this application.  If you have any questions, please let me know.

Sincerely,







David Hillegas 





	

  





From: Albert Cerrato
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Are you guys serious?
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 7:30:39 AM

   How could you put out a report like that, about All
 Aboard Florida. Saying it will not have an impact on
 the area. Are you guys drunk? Or are you just fat
 Government Bureaucrats, that decide what is done and
 what isn't.
   The rail system in this country is abysmal at best. I
 have photos of rail bridges that are ready to collapse
 and many in this area, where you OK'D high speed trains
 to cross.
   Do you own property next to the rails that you OK'd?
 Will your property be worth nothing after this system
 that you jerks OK'd goes in?
   You are a disgrace to the public employee system. I
 was a government employee in a city, and I would never
 do a thing to hurt the public.
   You people don't care. Now why is that? Lets see, a
 private company, whoever they are, probably a criminal
 element, contacted public officials on the sly, and
 bam, they got permission to build this rail system that
 you bums OK'd.
   Well let me tell you, it won't happen, because
 Senator's and Congressman, have been notified that they
 will be out of a job soon if they don't wake up and let
 this criminal system operate.
   It will ruin the treasure coast. It will stop
 emergency vehicles from getting to an emergency and
 possibly cost lives. If the train breaks down, who is
 going to come and repair it? You fat bastards?
   I doubt it. You will hide in your little fat stuffed
 chairs and wait until the dust settles.
   I hope they expose this railroad boondoggle that has
 been going on in this country for a century. We should
 be second to none for high speed rails or better than
 this lousy system we now have. You guys have nice cushy
 government jobs, and you don't do them.
   The fight has just begun, get ready. Court
 injunctions alone will stop this, and you guys will be
 dead long before this system even sets a spike.
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From: Tracy Humston
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ATT: John Winkle
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 7:05:15 AM

Hello,

As a lifelong Brevard County resident who commutes to Orlando, like so many of us so from here, I am asking that
 the high speed train make stops in Orlando.

Sincerely,
Tracy Humston

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Chris & Denise Hatch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ATT:JOHN WINKLE--Railroad Traffic-Jensen Beach
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:32:40 PM

Hi John

Jensen Beach is a”relatively quiet" River Front community-however the TRACKS run right thru down town-which
 impacts the local businesses & the nearby Residential Community!

We & our Community would be adversely affected by the major increase traffic much of which is dangerously set
 up like the intersection in RIO! As well as nearby Stuart!

We would Object to this proposal and would like you to take appropriate action to keep this from happening. Thank
 you so much. Chris & Denise Hatch & neighbors as well!

mailto:ongolden@hatchcove.com
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From: jcthomas66@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: atten: John Winkle
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 10:19:10 PM

Mr.Winkle, 
I am writing to voice my opposition to the All Aboard Florida project.
 
I live in Vero Beach, FL.  I also live within a block of the railroad tracks. My husband
 and I have lived in our home for  46 years.  I am not against the trains that now run
 along these tracks but I am against trains that would run at 100 MPH. 
 
The Treasure Coast will have no stops - therefore no benefit of this proposed rail
 service.  We will only have the additional traffic back ups that 32 trips will make for
 our area.
 
I feel that the underlying  reason for the extra tracks is added freight when the canal
 opens up.  I can't see that a rail service from Miami to Orlando will produce the 
 passengers that are predicted but I can foresee extra freight trains coming thru our
 area when the passenger service fails.
 
Hopefully someone will finally see that this adventure is doomed to fail and stop it
 before it starts .  Before it can ruin our quiet seaside city.  Looking at this project from
 our side  you can see the many downfalls .  I also feel that to involve government
 loans is a mistake.  Using the trains as collateral is a laugh because who buys used
 passenger trains?  And if a buyer is found who pays for the shipping to get
 something as large as a train where it needs to go?
 
Our county has decided to fight All Aboard Florida with all we've got .  Hopefully it will
 be enough to stop the project.
 
Thank you for listening to a concerned resident in the direct line of this project.   
 
James and Catherine Thomas
2109 2nd Ave. SE
Vero Beach, FL   32962
 
email - jcthomas66@comcast.net
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From: James Spears
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:30:33 PM

The environmental impact on our neighborhood will be great by the All Aboard Florida
 project.  I live .4 miles from the railroad track.  Our neighborhood has morphed from
 a retirement community to a residential area with lots of young school age children. 
 Access to all essentials will be severely restricted or delayed.  I cannot leave my
 neighborhood to go to the grocery, post office, boat ramp, gas station, laundry,
 hardware store or anything without crossing the railroad tracks.  The traffic already
 backs up from Riverside Drive to Center Street on AIA when trains come through. 
 Now this will happen 50 times a day.  I will not be able to get to my doctor, dentist,
 the emergency care facility, or Jupiter Medical without inordinate delays due to the
 over 50 crossings per day.  The increase in freight traffic will increase delays also.

You need to come and walk our neighborhood.  It is a quiet safe neighborhood. 
 This will transform it into a loud train yard.  The sound of the rails is loud even if
 the horns are silenced.  The railroad bridge can be heard for 2 plus miles.  The noise
 will be almost constant if 50 trains go through a day.

In addition I am a boater.  It is terrifically unsafe to try to have a lots of boats maintain
 their position while waiting for the railroad bridge go up.  I selected this sleepy
 boating community over 20 years ago because it was quiet and had easy access to
 boat ramps, the Loxahatchee River and the inlet.  

A lot of my net worth is tied up in my house.  If AAF goes through the impact on the
 value of my house is not going to be good.  

You are our court of last resort.  Please, please, please don't allow this private
 enterprise to destroy our way of life in the name of profits.

Thanks for reading this and your consideration.
 
J. Rudy Spears
348 Church Road
Tequesta, FL 33469
561-602-7466

mailto:jrudyspears@bellsouth.net
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From: M. Henock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention John Winkle(All a board Florida
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 11:01:12 AM

 If we cannot get them to make a station stop here in Vero and jet they want money
 from us is a bunch of BS.
I am totally against it.

Michael A. Henock
 
M Henock
M & M Curios and Relics

mailto:mmcuriosrelics@yahoo.com
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From: Sue Bechtold
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gary Bechtold; barrettct@comcast.net
Subject: Attention John Winkle
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 11:46:03 AM

Dear Mr.Winkle,
After reviewing the information given me concerning the All Aboard Florida (AAF), I was more than concerned
 with this plan.  Although the concept of All Aboard Florida is a good one, the reality of it is not. 
The safety and well being of the citizens is the number one priority of any well-governed community.  The proposed
 All Aboard Florida challenges this every notion.  With the increase of the number of freight and passenger trains
 daily, traveling in Jupiter is going to be a nightmare to say the least.
Any individual needing emergency medical assistance and /or having to travel to the local hospital or urgent care
 facility will not find it easy (especially living east of the railroad tracks).
Their direct and fastest route will be compromised; and everyone knows time is vital in an emergency situation.  If a
 train is traveling through Jupiter at the time of an emergency transport, the alternate route would take the
 emergency vehicle from Indiantown Road south to PGA, onward to North I-95, back to Indiantown Road, to
 Military Drive then to the hospital in Jupiter.  This will triple, if not quadruple, the time it takes to go to the hospital
 if one lives east of the railroad tracks.  So much for timing in a crisis!
Needless to say, I oppose All Aboard Florida and hope that those individuals responsible for this plan will
 reconsider it.

Thank you in advance for your consideration with this situation.

Sincerely,
Susan Bechtold

Sent from my iPad

mailto:sbechtold10@comcast.net
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From: Ted Task
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention John Winkle-----I"m OPPOSED to AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:52:20 PM

With comments and a question.
It's MY opinion that this is unnecessary service that's being projected.
 AMTRAK runs that route every day,at lower prices, without the traffic
 interruptions that will ensue if AAF is allowed to continue.
I THINK that this is a stalking horse, as they (FEC) expects to run a great
 deal of freight from Miami, when the newly enlarged Panama Canal opens.
 They will lay new track, and when the consumer traffic isn't there, they'll
 use that track to run more freight trains.
Question, can they be "forced" to not run freight on the new trackage in the
 future if their projections fail?
My family lives East of the current track and even with a steady on-shore
 breeze, I am awakened every morning about 5:10 AM by (seemingly)
 continuous whistle blasts for the four (4) crossings within a half mile of my
 home. Imagine the noise level with 32 MORE trains moving daily.
Ted Task
5200 N Flagler Dr
West Palm Beach, Fl 33407-2777

mailto:ted1task@yahoo.com
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From: Bill Greene
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: attention of Mr. John Winkle
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 11:36:32 AM

Mr.Winkle,
I live in Sebastian Florida and I am against funding this project. Far too
 much money and there will be much more needed. There is not benefit for
 all Floridians. Please do not do this to taxpayers.
Thank you
Dr. Bill Greene
790 Belfast Ter
Sebastian, FL 32958

mailto:greenewilliamb@bellsouth.net
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From: Debbie Scott-Queenin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention: Mr. John Winkle re All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 11:08:28 AM

Dear Mr. Winkle:

We are writing to express our concerns over the All Aboard project.  As residents of the Las Olas River
 House, located on the New River at 333 Las Olas Way, we enjoy the quality of life that the surrounding
 environs have afforded us.  In particular, the New River is a bustling thoroughfare of marine traffic that
 creates the most significant economic impact for Broward County. Additionally, the linear Riverwalk that
 has turned out to be a very wise investment by the residents of Fort Lauderdale, when they decided to
 support its associated general obligation bond, is a continual draw for special events, business
 enterprise, and visitors from around the world.  When we moved to Broward County a little over 30 years
 ago, the only active development along the New River was the jail, then dubbed the “New River Hilton”. 
 We would hate to see the magnificent transformation of a once derelict waterfront be negatively impacted
 by a single project.

We have two primary concerns:

Horn noise from the trains – Currently the FEC Railway runs its trains throughout the day and
 are required to blow their train horns at virtually every at-grade crossing.  As residents of the Las
 Olas River House, we accept the current level of horn blowing.  We essentially knew that when we
 decided to move here.  Train traffic from All Aboard Florida and proposed passenger commuter
 trains will knowingly increase tremendously.    If grade separation improvements are not provided
 for this corridor, we consider it imperative that appropriate and effective “quiet zone” infrastructure
 be put in place.  We are afraid that if insufficient noise abatement measures are not programmed
 into the project, the loss of quality of life enjoyed by many living and working near the tracks will
 be devastating.
 

Obstructions to maritime traffic – If the rail bridge is lowered more frequently for the increased
 rail traffic, the boating traffic will potentially be negatively impacted.  The marine industry is a
 major player in our state of the economy and we would hate to see that business leave the
 County.

We trust you will keep these concerns in mind as you proceed with reviews of this project.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Debbie and Larry Queenin
333 Las Olas Way, Unit 1403
Fort Lauderdale, FL  33301
Tele:  954-309-7041
Email:  dsque@bellsouth.net

mailto:dsque@bellsouth.net
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From: Susan Match
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention:Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:11:05 PM

I am very much AGAINST this train coming through Vero Beach many times a day.
One very important reason is that access to our hospital will be compromised. Emergency vehicles will be stopped,
 endangering the lives of citizens.
Also, the crossroads are direct east-west traffic patterns and will slow down these highly-used routes many times a
 day.

Thank you for your time.
Susan Match
200 Sable Oak Lane #104
Indian River Shores, FL 32963

Sent from my iPad

mailto:nonpop2@gmail.com
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From: D K
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: attn a; john winkle
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 4:02:46 PM

that train is worthless to the people who live in the area it 
passes thru and does not stop.  you and i know its for 
shipping cargo not people. i will never ride it or vote to 
approve ANY money to build it.

 thank you ,dave kozdra

mailto:juanita727@gmail.com
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From: Alisha Cline
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn John Winkle
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 11:52:36 AM

Hello Mr. Winkle,

This is to address the additional 32 train passing's in Brevard county, specifically in the town
 of Malabar and Malabar Road.  It is a large concern that the additional noise that the train
 horns will generate will drive down property values in the neighborhoods surrounding the
 crossing at Malabar road.  Many of the people in my neighborhood purchased and remodeled
 our home to be permanent family residents and poured our savings, hearts and souls into
 making these wonderful homes.  The additional noise will not only affect that feeling of peace
 and tranquility that we bought here to have, but will also deprive us of the ability to relocate
 because our homes will have then become devalued because of the noise and vibrations.  I am
 also concerned with the wildlife.  We currently have several families of ospreys that reside
 around our property.  We also have a mating pair of bald eagles that fish in the pond next to
 our home.  I would hate for them to relocate or be disturbed by this additional traffic.  

Also the level of traffic that is going to increase with so many more crossings is going to be
 horrendous.  I have to cross train tracks at Malabar and Palm Bay Road to get to my job at
 Harris Corp 2 times a day.  The addition of that many trains will affect all 7000 employees at
 Harris as well.  I honestly have to wonder how it will affect our sensitive government testing
 facilities with the additional vibrations and noise.  

If AAF must do this I implore them to install the quiet zone at Malabar to at least remove the
 noise pollution that they will be causing with the additional 32 horns a day.  

Please preserve the country peace that we love in Malabar!!!

Sincerely,
Alisha Cline

mailto:kodiaksgirl612@gmail.com
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From: Cregar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn Mr John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:24 AM

Orlando Miami Hi Speed Rail Proposal Comment

Please add a stop at Fort Pierce because;

- town will suffer with the increased traffic due to many grade crossings, expensive homes adjacent to the tracks,
 and continued lack of public transportation to Orlando

- a stop will overcome the negatives by improving airport and Miami access

- quick stop because trains will slow to pass through town anyway

- inexpensive because public land is adjacent to tracks along with a underutilized public garage

Sent from my iPad

mailto:cregar@gmail.com
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From: David Hole
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn Mr. John Winkle
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 12:18:07 PM
Attachments: FRA - AAF.pdf

Dear Mr. Winkle,

Please see attached letter in relation to All Aboard Florida passenger line.

Keep updated on MMYC business development. See great pictures of yacht projects.
 Click our facebook link and please click "LIKE"
 
https://www.facebook.com/marinamile
www.marinamileyachtingcenter.com

 
Regards
 

David Hole
Marina Mile Yachting Center at marina bay

2200 Marina Bay Drive East
Ft Lauderdale FL 33312
Ph   954 583 0053
Fax 954 583 0064
   

mailto:daveholeprojects@aol.com
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC  20590 
 
November 17th 2014 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 
I am writing in relation to the proposed Florida railroad project All Aboard Florida that I understand the 
F.R.A. has approved. I represent Marina Mile Yachting Center (“MMYC”), one of the many marine facility 
service centers to the west of the FEC bascule bridge in Fort Lauderdale Florida which AAF intends to 
use.  
 
MMYC is a hybrid full service shipyard and marina located on the New River just west of the CSX / FDOT 


railroad track on the southern end of the bascule bridge. The yacht basin and graving dock at MMYC can 


accommodate work simultaneously on up to 12 large yachts over 100 feet and 12 others of medium 


size. MMYC has eight resident marine trade contractors and over 200 registered contractors on our 


insurance logs. MMYC  and its on-site contractors employ approximately 40 employees in varying 


marine skill sets, including painters, mechanics, electricians, carpenters, AC technicians, yard 


administrators and operations staff. Together with on-site technicians, outside contractors and vessel 


crew, the working economy of the yard fluctuates between 75 – 125 heads in daily operations. 


Increasing FEC bridge closings on the current FEC bascule bridge will certainly pose safety concerns with 


boat owners, yacht captains and tug boat companies on a river that already has its navigation 


challenges.  Increasing wait times for vessels will cause vessel congestion that will add further challenges 


particularly when the tide is flooding and ebbing. These safety concerns and the increased wait times 


could lead boat owners and captains in the local Broward market to seek other repair and refit options 


to the south in the cities of Dania Beach and Miami or to the north up toward and including Palm Beach.  


Florida has limited facilities like MMYC that can accommodate refit and repair of vessels over 100’ in 


length with dry docking capabilities. The impact of the increased FEC bridge closings on the larger 


yachts, generally internationally registered, may drive the work to other states or the ever expanding 


shipyards in the Bahamas, Caribbean and elsewhere. 


MMYC shares a property line that borders the Florida Department of Transport (“FDOT”) right-of-way 


which accommodates the CSX rail line and the elevated Amtrak rail line. MMYC can state factually that 


the bascule bridge closings on the CSX track do provide increased risk to vessel safety at periods of 


closing. The elevated Amtrak line, by contrast, poses no disruptions to increasing marine traffic.  The 


current level freight traffic on the CSX track at the New River bascule bridge has been tolerable to 


mariners in the past. However, if freight traffic accompanied by public transportation services should 







 
increase on the CSX and FEC tracks, the increased congestion on the New River will quickly have 


negative consequences for the New River marine industries to the west of these bascule bridges.  


MMYC believes strongly that the best solution for increased rail traffic over the New River at Fort 


Lauderdale would be an elevated bridge around 50’ in height with opening capacity so as to not limit air 


draft to marine service centers in bound. This would surely reduce the financial impact to the marine 


industry in Broward County and Fort Lauderdale and most certainly reduce the incidence of vessel 


accidents likely to occur if railroad bridge closings on the New River should significantly increase. 


Two parallel and adjacent bridges might be considered as the solution over the FEC bridge, New River at 


Fort Lauderdale, one  elevated line for AAF or other public lines in future. This would certainly be one of 


the best compromises for the interests of railroad companies, mariners, business owners and the 


general public 


Yours sincerely, 


 


David Hole 
General Manager 
Marina Mile Yachting Center 
 







From: John Anderson Sr.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn mr. Jon Winkle/AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:19:08 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle,

I am for growth. But, responsible growth.  I feel the AAF plan is a hazard being rammed down our throats without
 anyone thinking it through. While the picture below is extreme, I fear it won't be in the future.  Along with boat
 collisions in the new river.
I feel a shame that our local politicians are so blinded by lobbyists as to buy off on this boondoggle.  I hope you are
 different and will oppose this project until major safety concerns can be adequately addressed

John Anderson
2442 Okeexhobee Lane
Ft Lauderdale , fl

mailto:ghohn@bellsouth.net
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From: hmimicoach@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:18:58 PM

Move it out West.  A complete disastor at Confusion Corner and Ocean Blvd. for people, and
 emergency people trying to access the hospital.  Same is true at Monterey and Dixie. 
 Shopping in downtown Stuart, as well as diners will become marginal!!!!

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail

mailto:hmimicoach@aol.com
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From: Town Manager
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:53:48 PM
Attachments: RESOLUTION 2014-08 AAF.pdf

Mr. Winkle –
 
Please see the attached Resolution 2014-08 in reference to the Town of Orchid’s position on All
 Aboard Florida.
 

 
Deb C. Branwell
Town Manager
Town of Orchid
7707-1 US Hwy 1
Vero Beach, FL  32967
772.581.2770 P 
772.581.2771 F  
www.townoforchid.com
 
For evil to flourish, all that is needed is for good people to do nothing.  Edmund Burke
 
Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records.  If you do not want your e-mail address released
 in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.  Instead, contact this
 office by phone or in writing.
 
 

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.

mailto:townmanager@townoforchid.com
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From: margaret martin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 1:10:32 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle:

As a baby boomer in  Brevard County, I'm extremely concerned about the lack of public
 transportation here that can be utilized to visit other portions of the state.  I was raised in
 Brevard and I have lived here for about 30 years as an adult  I've always been forced to use an
 automobile to reach other areas of Florida.  As I age, I do not intend to end up isolated from
 the rest of the state due to lack of public transportation in the area. I have started looking at
 where I will be moving to if this matter continues.  If Brevard thinks that any major amount of
 baby boomers will move or stay here given the lack of public transportation then they are in
 for a rude awakening!

Respectfully,
Margaret Martin
Grant Valkaria, Fl  

mailto:mmartin7@att.net
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From: Town Manager
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: townclerk@townoforchid.com
Subject: ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:40:28 PM
Attachments: Mayor Letter 11-24-14.pdf

Mr. Winkle –
 
Attached please find a letter from Mayor Harold Ofstie of the Town of Orchid, Florida.
 

 
Deb C. Branwell
Town Manager
Town of Orchid
7707-1 US Hwy 1
Vero Beach, FL  32967
772.581.2770 P 
772.581.2771 F  
www.townoforchid.com
 
For evil to flourish, all that is needed is for good people to do nothing.  Edmund Burke
 
Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records.  If you do not want your e-mail address released
 in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.  Instead, contact this
 office by phone or in writing.
 
 

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Ajwilliamz4500@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 4:09:11 AM

October 31, 2014
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E
Room W38-31
Washington, D. C. 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle
 
I disagree with the All Aboard Florida project as proposed and their request for
 loans or loan guarantees.  I would like to express my concerns and have a
 solution to propose.
 
First I do not think it possible to run a train at 110 mph from Cocoa to Stuart
 safely.  It will travel through to much densely populated and heavily traveled
 area to not expect disastrous results sooner or later.  I had relatives killed by a
 train traveling much slower in the 1950’s.  The tracks parallel US-1 with many
 major highways intersecting and crossing the tracks with little space for traffic
 separation with the expected increase in the rail traffic doubling possibly
 tripling with the anticipated freight traffic increase.
Second the environmental impacts of the speed, vibration and frequency to the
 human being and wildlife impacted will be significant.
Third the economic impact to the cities business and homeowners adjacent to
 the tracks will be very detrimental.  Business will be affected by the
 congestion, delays and environmental causing economic loss from income and
 the value of their business, homeowners will loose home/property value.
Fourth, maritime interests will be severely limited, Taylor Creek in Ft. Pierce
 has never been available to boat traffic due to the low RR bridge, other areas
 with bridges will feel the same effect if it is closed most of the time, which for
 the trains safety would have to be closed sufficient time ahead to allow for a
 safe stop if the bridge failed to operate properly.
 
I am sure you are hearing this and plenty more at the public meetings going on
 now which is why I have taken the time to write.
 

mailto:Ajwilliamz4500@aol.com
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I am all for AAF and FEC having the right to develop their properties and
 assets and to make business decisions to meet freight and public
 transportation.  The problem is they should not have the right to force their
 enrichment on others to the detriment of those affected.  I can no more play
 loud music late at my home and upset my neighbors, park a semi truck in the
 drive way or drive my car down US-1 at 100+ MPH which is similar to what
 AAF wants to do.  I am for railroads and high speed trains where and when it
 makes sense and to that end I have a recommendation I think you are in an
 excellent position to possibly move forward.
 
On the road map that the State of Florida hands out at welcome centers there is
 a rail line shown from West Palm Beach goes into central Florida, follows US-
27 north to Lake Wales and continues on north.  There is also a rail line in Lake
 Wales that follows US-27 to Haines City then US 17-92 and goes to
 Kissimmee.  The distance from Kissimmee to the Orlando International airport
 is less than half the distance AAF is proposing from Cocoa to the airport.  The
 next potential advantage to taking a central Florida route thru Lake Wales is
 Tampa is directly west and there are plenty of old rail lines used in the
 phosphate industry available to make a route west and accomplish what was
 proposed for a high speed train from Tampa to Orlando, it could be Orlando
 and Miami and Miami to Tampa.
 
The railroads made development of Florida possible as well as the rest of the
 country.  They do have the potential to be the most fuel efficient as the
 advertisement illustrates “one ton of freight 450 mi. on one gallon of fuel” and
 it does help congestion on the highways.   The problem is towns became cities
 became metropolitan areas and the problem is the most intense on the coasts. 
 The same problem exists with the central FL route as the coast that the
 communities have been there for a long time but the central FL towns are
 smaller and they may be more receptive to the development it would bring and
 because they are smaller may be easier to make route adjustments.
 
I realize AAF and FEC do not own the route I proposed, I think CSX does but
 FEC has things they may use to make it a win, win, win deal for themselves,
 CSX and the people of Florida.  A project like this I could see the government
 in a role to facilitate it happening as long as the publics money is protected
 with assets and the principals investments.
 
I appreciate your consideration.



 
Sincerely,
 
 
Jason Williams



From: Patchas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:47:21 AM

 
 
Sir:
I have listened.  I have read.  I have been to meetings.  Now my opinion regarding your so
 called “passenger” trains.
 
Some how you have neglected to mention the increased freight train traffic that will cause
 even more delays than the faster moving passenger trains.  We all know that any and all the
 passenger trains in the US are losing money.  Nice try! 
 
Perhaps you should tell us how many and how long the increased freight trains will be that will
 travel through Vero Beach. 
I happen to live on the opposite side of the tracks than all the medical facilities in Indian River
 County.  What happens when one of your long and slow freight trains is parked on the track
 for more than the few seconds you claim the passenger train will take? 
 
I am very sorry, but this passenger train excuse is wearing very thin! 
AAF is staring at its bottom line and ignoring all the fine residents of the Treasure Coast,
 particularly Vero Beach. 
 
My chant is NO TO AAF!!!!!
 
Pleadingly yours,
Patricia Harvin
2500 45th Avenue
Vero Beach, FL 32966
patchas@bellsouth.net
 
 
 

mailto:patchas@bellsouth.net
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From: Steven & Pam hartman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Kaydittle; karenmalfregeot@att.net; ricou51@hotmail.com; R. Reed Hartman; Charles A Malfregeot; Peter

 Hartman; R.W.H. III; Ricou D. Hartman; R.W.H. IV; Clara Kathleen Margaret; Aunt Molly Ricou-Randall; Micah
 Hartman; Kayleen Hartman; Amber Hartman Scholz; Greg & Christie Moore; Auriel; Angelique Malfregeot; Ann &
 Joe Guettler

Subject: Attn: John Winkle, Federal Railroad Admin.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:40:07 AM

Dear Sir +/or Madam,
I live on the city limits of Stuart, Florida and my house abuts the rail tracks. The present rail
 traffic alone is cracking my home’s foundation. 32 MORE TRAINS PER DAY AS PLANNED, WILL
 BRING MY HOUSE DOWN. Not to mention putting me into the street.
Besides this whole plan is a Trojan Horse, everyone knows there isn’t a single profitable
 passenger train in the country, maybe the world ! The F.E.C. railroad is only after new tracks
 for increased freight traffic for once the the work of widening the Panama Canal is completed.
 That way they can leave the taxpayer to pay the check for the new rails. A very clever idea on
 their part, it’s just too bad they have to wreck the downtown traffic systems of Jupiter, Hobe
 Sound, Stuart, Port St. Lucie, Ft. Pierce etc. right up the coast !!! Not to mention tying up boat
 traffic on several navigable rivers along the coast.
Whatever actions you can take to prevent this, I beseech you please do so, on behalf of your
 fellow Americans to do so. Make them go inland with their route up the I-95 corridor.
Regards,
Steve Hartman
1058 Green Lawn Dr.
Jensen Beach, Fla. 34957
 
 
Comments No Later than Dec. 3rd, 2014
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From: Debra Neger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle. All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:40:31 PM

Short and to the point:  no to the train.
Moved to Hobe Sound to avoid WPB traffic and  I commute to Juno each day for work.  This will be awful strain on
 already over taxed bridge openings. While maybe good for southern counties, terrible for Treasure coast. Move
 tracks west of I-95 but don't impose on our quality of life and beautiful coastline.
Thank you,

Debra Neger
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:dneger@comcast.net
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From: Claude Gerstle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 12:38:54 PM

regarding the all aboard Florida proposed high-speed rail from Miami to Orlando, I feel that
 the project is currently envisioned should not be built. Environmental impact the aside,
 upgrading the track to allow only 110 mph maximum train speed will be inadequate to secure
 the passenger volume needed to support this rail line. Even if the train is only intended to go
 up to 110 mph at present, the track and rail bed should be built to eventually handle 180 mile-
per-hour trains. Most if not all of the grade crossings should be converted to flyovers and
 existing bridges should be replaced by more elevated structures that do not require opening of
 the bridges for boat traffic.

At 80 mph for the part of the route from Miami to Palm Beach,  the train is not competitive
 with automobile travel and the whole route overall is probably not compatible with
 automobile travel considering that they expect much of the ridership to be family travel with 3
 to 4 persons per car.

Regards,

Claude Gerstle
7749 Villa d Este Way
Delray Beach, FL 33446

mailto:cgerstle22@gmail.com
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From: Gibbons4Vero@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gibbons4Vero@aol.com
Subject: ATTN: Mr John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:51:17 PM

I am writing to oppose the All Aboard Florida Project.  I cross the railroad tracks at least 8 times a week,
 often more than that, and I feel the increased traffic would increase my wait time/commute time.  I also
 am opposed to the increased noise that the trains would create, as my place of work is very close to the
 train tracks in Sebastian.  I do not believe that the rail service will be self sustaining and will not require
 tax dollars from the government. Finally I do not believe there is a true NEED for this service, at this time,
 in Florida.
Kay Gibbons
4465 62nd Court
Vero Beach, FL 32967
772-569-5164

mailto:Gibbons4Vero@aol.com
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From: B Hardy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle - All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 2:07:03 AM

Dear Mr. Winkle,

Please accept this email in support of the proposed All Aboard Florida rail service from Miami
 to Orlando, Florida.  As the rail follows either existing rail or highway, I feel the
 environmental impact will be minimal.

Regards,

Blanche Hardy
Sanford, Florida

mailto:bhardy8568@gmail.com
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From: Ryan Jordan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:14:43 AM

Hello sir,

I'm writing you in support of All Aboard Florida. Florida is in dire need of passenger rail
 transit. Due to projected congestion on Florida's roadways in the coming years and population
 growth, Florida will need to embrace other transportation options, including passenger rail.

I am also writing you in support of any initiatives which would support the existing amtrak
 network, as well as expanding passenger rail access to other parts of the state of Florida.

Thank you for your time,

Ryan Jordan

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S® 5 ACTIVE™, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

mailto:blameitonfinland@yahoo.com
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From: Philip Sgambati
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:19:59 AM

I wanted to take the time and email you about All Aboard Florida. I think this is a great idea
 and I am hoping it will come to fruition quickly. I don't like the fact that Jacksonville will not
 receive the benefit of being connected. North Florida is experiencing an economic boom and
 this will greatly impact and benefit the city, the region, and the state. Please push for
 Jacksonville to receive All Board Florida. Jacksonville is in desperate need of passenger rail
 service

Thank you,
Philip Sgambati

mailto:philip.sgambati@gmail.com
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From: Tom Daly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Tom Daly
Subject: ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:58:47 PM

Mr. Winkle,

The DEIS addresses intensity and occurrence of noise and vibration events. It does not address the duration of these
 events. An accurate measure of the impact of these events must include all three metrics: intensity, occurrence, and
 duration.

The DEIS estimated impact of noise and vibration events is deficient.

Tom Daly
Vero Beach, FL

mailto:tdaly_2002@yahoo.com
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From: Charles Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Audubon Florida Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft EIS
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 12:33:53 PM
Attachments: Audubon Florida Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft EIS.pdf
Importance: High

ATTN: 
 
Mr. John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Avenue,
SE Room W38-311,
Washington, DC 20590
 
 
Attached are the comments of Audubon Florida concerning the All Aboard Florida Draft EIS.
 
 
Charles Lee
Director of Advocacy
Audubon Florida
(407) 620-5178

mailto:chlee2@earthlink.net
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October 27, 2014  


 


Mr. John Winkle, 


Federal Railroad Administration,  


1200 New Jersey Avenue,  


SE Room W38-311,  


Washington, DC 20590 


AAF_comments@vhb.com 


RE: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) 


Evaluation 


 


Dear Mr. Winkle: 


 


Audubon Florida herein submits its comments on the Draft EIS concerning this project and offers 


the following recommendations concerning issues important to the programs and objectives of 


Audubon Florida.  We reviewed all of the sections of the EIS and its appendices, with particular 


regard to wetland, wildlife, protected species and habitat impacts. We believe that other than the 


matters pertaining to wetlands, wildlife corridors, the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek crossings 


and the Scrub Jay commented upon below, the EIS adequately deals with and proposes resolution 


of the issues within Audubon’s area of interest. 


 


(1) Impact upon transportation patterns, greenhouse gases, and climate change – 


 


Audubon Florida agrees with the following conclusions regarding the benefits of the All Aboard 


Florida project which are documented in the Draft EIS:  


 


Riders for AAF are expected to be primarily diverted from automobile modes (69 percent 


of forecast ridership). The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 


auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million 


vehicles in 2019. 


 


The proposed passenger rail service would divert 10 percent of its long‐distance riders 


from private inter‐city motorbus services, which totals approximately 152,600 annual bus 


passenger trips per year. The proposed service would divert 10 percent of its riders from 


the air service market, which totals approximately 152,600 annual aviation passenger trips 


per year. Two percent of the AAF long‐distance ridership is forecast to come from 


Amtrak passenger rail services. In 2019, this amounts to approximately 31,000 annual 


trips diverted from Amtrak which is about 4 percent of Amtrak’s 2012 ridership in South 


Florida. 
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Calculations for emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) carbon dioxide (CO2), methane 


(CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O) show the Project would decrease emissions as a result of 


decreased automobile VMT. CO2 emissions would decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 


and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, 


respectively and N2O emissions by 5.0 and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030. 


 


In addition to benefits related to the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, we also believe that 


there are substantial benefits to the environment that will result from this project through the 


avoidance of the construction of new roads, and the reduction in need for the expansion of 


highways due to the 335,628 vehicle trips removed from Florida highways each year by the 


project. Reduction of road construction will alleviate or avoid future adverse impacts to wetlands, 


and wildlife habitat. While it is difficult to quantify the dimensions of this benefit, it is clear that 


the reduction of traffic by 335,628 annual vehicle trips on the Florida Turnpike and Interstate 95 


(the roads primarily serving Orlando–Miami traffic movements) will have significance in 


preserving the available capacity of these existing highways.  


 


(2) Wetlands and Wildlife Corridor Impacts— 


 


The north-south leg of the All Aboard Florida route traverses a distance of a distance of 128.5 


miles and impacts approximately 2+- acres of wetlands. The north-south leg is also sandwiched 


between highly developed coastal residential areas, and the existing north-south alignments of 


Highway U.S. 1 and Interstate 95. Wildlife corridor movements for terrestrial animals crossing 


the north-south leg are also nominal.  


 


The east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida route traverses a distance of 32.5 miles, parallels and 


is essentially co-located with State Road 528, otherwise known as the “Beachline Expressway”. 


SR 528 is planned by DOT and the Central Florida Expressway Authority to become a 


“supercorridor” between Orlando and the Port Canaveral area. Further expansion of SR 528, 


including additional rail lines, pipelines, and highway lanes is anticipated.  


 


Three possible variants of this corridor are examined in the Draft EIS. Depending upon which of 


these variants is ultimately chosen, wetland impacts would range between 128 and 165 acres.  


 


The 32.5 mile east-west leg will thus require significant wetland mitigation.  


 


All of the wetlands impacted on the east-west leg are associated with previously impacted areas 


immediately adjacent to the right of way of SR 528. Further, all of these wetlands are “in the 


shadow” of the existing roadway, and its ongoing water quality and wildlife impacts (primarily 


roadkill and blockage of corridors).  


 


We believe that the Draft EIS has significantly understated the opportunity associated with the 


All Aboard Florida project to improve connectivity of wildlife corridors in the north/south 







direction crossing SR 528. The original design of this highway occurred prior to any cognizance 


about the importance of wildlife corridors. The “Florida Wildlife Corridor” 


(http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps/) constitutes one of the wildlife corridors crossing SR 528 


and the prospective All Aboard Florida route. While the proposed design of the All Aboard 


Florida project will not necessarily result in a significant reduction of connectivity, properly 


focused mitigation measures for the wetland losses documented in the Draft EIS could 


substantially aid in improving connectivity. We recommend that the Final EIS assess the 


potential of using the mitigation requirements arising from wetland loss to re-establish better 


connectivity across the All Aboard Florida rail line and SR 528. The construction of additional 


wildlife crossings and wetland connections at numerous locations on the east-west leg of the All 


Aboard Florida route would be the highest value outcome for mitigation associated with the All 


Aboard Florida project. In addition to the All Aboard Florida Project, the reconstruction of SR 


528 over time as a multi-modal “supercorridor” will provide opportunities for wildlife corridor 


enhancements. An integrated plan for such enhancements should be developed. 


 


With regard to the crossing of The St. Johns River and Taylor Creek, the Draft EIS indicates that 


the crossing “…would use a series of bridges and semi‐retained fill to cross Taylor Creek and the 


St. Johns River.” The Draft EIS indicates that All Aboard Florida project bridge spans for the St. 


Johns River would be 550 feet, and the bridge span for Taylor Creek would be 150 feet.   These 


bridge lengths are nearly identical to the existing bridges present on SR 528 for the St. Johns 


River and Taylor Creek.  When the original SR 528 design was developed in the 1960’s 


knowledge about the St. Johns River floodplain, hydrology, and wildlife corridors was limited or 


non-existent. It is clear from an examination of the current crossing that the vast majority of the 


crossing of the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek Floodplain is accomplished on a filled causeway 


(“semi-retained fill”).  


 


The actual width of river wetlands at the SR 528 crossing is in the range of 6,000 feet. The 


current highway design with a majority of the crossing accomplished on a filled causeway results 


in a constriction of flow of the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek during periods of high water. 


The St. Johns River consists of a braided stream at this location, and a view of aerial photographs 


clearly documents the fact that numerous parts of the braided river channel are blocked and 


disconnected by the existing SR 528 filled causeway.  


 


We believe that the Final EIS should assess the benefits of substantially lengthening the bridged 


sections for of the All Aboard Florida project where it crosses the St. Johns River and Taylor 


Creek. Such bridging would be in anticipation of the removal of fill and provision of additional 


bridging on SR 528 at this location as the road is reconstructed toward its ultimate 


“supercorridor” configuration.  


 


(3) Scrub Jay and Scrub Jay Habitat Impacts- 


 


On the 32.5 mile east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida Route from Cocoa to the Orlando 


Airport, the EIS documents that depending upon which route variant is chosen, between 62.3 and 
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82.9 acres of potential habitat suitable for some level of Scrub Jay utilization may be affected, 


although more detailed surveys have not clearly indicated presence of Scrub Jays within the 


proposed project alignment variants.  


 


On the 128.5 mile north-south leg of the All Aboard Florida Project there is no direct impact in 


terms of habitat loss to any habitat with documented Scrub Jay use, or potential. However, the 


route does pass adjacent to and in some cases directly through documented habitat occupied by 


Scrub Jays which is used for nesting. Most of this habitat is located on public lands that have 


been acquired for conservation by local, state, and federal agencies. Detailed rare species surveys 


are provided as an appendix to the Draft EIS (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15945).  


These surveys, conducted by John Miklos of Bio-Tech Consulting Inc. document the presence of 


Scrub Jays in many of these locations, and also document the fact that Scrub Jays were seen 


flying across the existing Florida East Coast Railway right of way and tracks.  


 


Previous studies and analysis of the impact of highways and moving vehicles traversing known 


Scrub Jay habitat with active Scrub Jay populations has resulted in the conclusion that Scrub Jays 


are vulnerable to mortality due to collisions with moving vehicles. Further, the productivity of 


Scrub Jay habitat in terms of supporting active family groups of Scrub Jays is depressed in the 


vicinity of highway crossings through such habitat.  


 


All Aboard Florida proposes to operate 110 mph train service through or immediately adjacent to 


numerous areas of public conservation land where Scrub Jays are present as a result of this 


project. Where the All Aboard Florida rail service passes through or adjacent to public 


conservation land parcels with documented Scrub Jay populations it can be reasonably predicted 


that Scrub Jay mortality (incidental take within the meaning of the Endangered Species Act) will 


occur over time. While it is not possible to predict the extent and rate of this mortality and 


incidental take, the factors contributing to potential collisions with Scrub Jays increase with the 


speed of train sets, and the frequency of train set movements. As ridership increases and 


additional train set movements occur, these impacts can be expected to escalate.  


 


Endangered Species Act coordination meetings held in conjunction with preparation of the Draft 


EIS (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15967) included discussion of “high fences” as a 


possible mitigation method to avoid this potential mortality and incidental take.  Our viewpoint is 


that the concept of fencing to discourage or prevent Scrub Jay flight across the rail line would be 


extremely expensive, difficult to maintain, and potentially counterproductive. Nonetheless, we 


believe that is necessary that the Final EIS and the All Aboard Florida project substantively 


address Scrub Jay mortality and incidental take due to collisions with train sets in the Final EIS. 


It is also appropriate to mitigate for the loss of potential Scrub Jay habitat associated with 


construction of the east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida project. 


 


Our overall conclusion regarding the health and sustainability of Scrub Jay populations is that 


active management of Scrub Jay habitat by public land managers is crucial to the survival of 


Scrub Jay populations. Where aggressive management, including prescribed fire and mechanical 
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vegetation management are deployed to prevent the development of closed, dense canopy oak 


hammocks that eventually evolve (without management) to replace scrub, Scrub Jay populations 


tend to remain stable and can expand and become more robust. Public land managers are 


typically limited in carrying out adequate management of scrub properties due to budgetary 


constraints.  In our view, the best mitigation for potential habitat loss and the likely Scrub Jay 


mortality and incidental take that will likely be caused by the All Aboard Florida project would 


be establishment of an ongoing fund to support more aggressive management of scrub habitat on 


the public conservation lands properties through which the All Aboard Florida north-south 


alignment passes, or which are adjacent to this All Aboard Florida route.  Locations where the 


provision of scrub habitat management support would be a beneficial mitigation strategy are: 


 


Helen and Allan Cruikshank Sanctuary, Brevard County 


Jordan Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 


Valkaria Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 


North Sebastian Conservation Area, Indian River County 


Indrio Scrub Preserve, St. Lucie County 


DJ Wilcox Preserve, St. Lucie County 


Savannahs Outdoor, St. Lucie County 


Savannahs Preserve, St. Lucie County 


Walton Scrub, St. Lucie County 


Seabranch Preserve State Park, Martin County 


Jonathan Dickenson State Park, Martin County 


Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Martin County 


 


Conclusion 


 


If adequate steps are taken to resolve the issues outlined above, the position of Audubon Florida 


is that the All Aboard Florida project will have significant net-positive environmental benefits. 


The primary benefits will occur through the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions that are 


contributory to climate change and a factor in sea level rise, and the avoidance or postponement 


of highway construction projects due to the provision of an effective and practical alternative 


public transportation system. We urge that the Final EIS incorporate provisions to address the 


issues outlined above.  


 


Sincerely,  


  
Charles Lee  


Director of Advocacy  







From: jdgiants@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Bad idea
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:51:48 AM

As a resident of Palm City who uses the city of Stuart for many reasons I fully expect your rail service to hamper
 safety and commerce, but I doubt if you care.
I expect your venture will eventually be a failure.
John D Galileo

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:jdgiants@comcast.net
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From: millrio@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Bad idea
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 11:04:57 PM

To whom it may concern.
 
Our roads are congested enough already. Now FEC wants to
 put more trains through here ,we now have about 14 when
 they get through we will have about 50 . Our roads are already
 congested and in the wintertime, they get even worse. When
 Flagler put this railroad through almost 100 years ago there
 was no congestion can you just imagine what a mess this is
 going to make.
The CSX line that runs up the middle part of the state would
 be the ideal place to put this. The center part of the state has
 little population and they would probably welcome the freight
 line and business from it.
They say this is going to be a passenger train the ridership
 sounds like pie in the sky, just look at Amtrak.
Take a look at the railroad bridge it is in such deplorable
 condition. It looks like it’s gonna fall into the river. I don’t
 think they ever painted it. It looks like a bucket a rust. Maybe
 this is a good way to get the government to pay for all of the
 improvements.
Somebody is going to make a lot of money at the expense of
 all the communities on the east coast of Florida. Above the
 table and probably below the table. I smell a RAT.
Thank you.
Richard Miller
1000 NE. Dixie Hwy.
Jensen Beach, Florida
772-334-9181
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From: danielpichler@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: bad idea
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 10:28:51 AM

This is probably the worst idea in Florida's history.  Do not build this as designed, it will not help many and
 benefit only a few.  Stop all aboard Fla.
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From: vermontpines@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: congressman.posey@mail.house.gov
Subject: Brevard County
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 3:27:53 PM

Dear Mr.Winkle,
 
As a taxpayer in Brevard County, one of the counties being bypassed by All Aboard Florida, I must voice
 my complete opposition.
 
1.  We will have NO stop in Brevard, but we are expected to pay for crossings, deal with noise, and deal
 with delays without a single benefit. 
 
2.  The train runs through some of the most traffic congested areas in Brevard, the Rte 1 corridor.  Please
 don't insult me with 'this will only create a split second delay'.  The traffic system is already 'fragile' and
 any little glitch creates a domino effect.
 
3.  Less vehicular traffic?  Only on Rte 95 and 528, major highways designed to handle traffic.  There will
 be  NO lesser impact on Brevard's secondary and local roads.
 
4.  It is simply arrogance to refuse to put a stop in Brevard.  There are many people in Brevard that use
 Orlando Airport, far more than there are in Miami and West Palm.  Miami has a large airport!!  Yet we are
 expected to pay to maintain this behemoth, while refusing to allow a 3 minute stop in Brevard.  Many of
 us will watch the train as we're forced to drive to an airport that is a nightmare for parking, traffic, and
 ingress/egress.
 
Thank you for your consideration.  I realize that it's already a done deal and my input isn't going to
 interest you or mean anything, but I felt I necessary to say my piece.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Sharp
Cape Canaveral, FL

mailto:vermontpines@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:congressman.posey@mail.house.gov


From: joe kern
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Bridge
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:04:02 PM

Bridge on Saint Lucie River is 88 years old (and in poor condition).

mailto:joerkern@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Cassini, Gretchen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Henry, Bertha; Sewell, Daphne; Hernandez, Roberto; Walton, Chris; Brouard, Patrick; Brunner, Scott; Tornese,

 Richard; Hutka, Thomas; Owens, Michael; Wallace, Angela
Subject: Broward County Florida-All Aboard Florida Draft EIS Comments
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 12:32:16 PM
Attachments: image001.png

DRAFT EIS County Submission 11-26-2014.pdf

Greetings:
 
Please find our submission attached.
 
Happy Thanskgiving,
 

Gretchen M. Cassini, JD
Broward County Administration
115 South Andrews Avenue, 409
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
(954) 357.7000 (MAIN)
(954) 357.7579 (DIRECT)

 

Under Florida law, most e-mail messages to or from Broward County employees or
 officials are public records, available to any person upon request, absent an
 exemption. Therefore, any e-mail message to or from the County, inclusive of e-mail
 addresses contained therein, may be subject to public disclosure.

mailto:GCassini@broward.org
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:BHENRY@broward.org
mailto:DSEWELL@broward.org
mailto:RHERNANDEZ@broward.org
mailto:CWALTON@broward.org
mailto:PBROUARD@broward.org
mailto:SBrunner@broward.org
mailto:RTORNESE@broward.org
mailto:RTORNESE@broward.org
mailto:THUTKA@broward.org
mailto:MOWENS@broward.org
mailto:AJWALLACE@broward.org
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The Board of County Commissioners of Broward County, Florida 
 


Public Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the  


All Aboard Florida, Orlando to Miami, Intercity Passenger Rail Project 


 
Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 


Washington, DC 20590 


 


The Board of County Commissioners of Broward County, Florida ("Board"), respectfully submits 


these comments to the Federal Railroad Administration ("FRA") with regard to the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") for the proposed All Aboard Florida, Orlando to 


Miami, Intercity Passenger Rail Project ("AAF Project").  The Project sponsor has applied for 1.875 


billion dollars in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing 


("RRIF") program administered by the FRA.  Potential expenditure of these federal funds 


characterizes the Project as a "major federal action under the National Environmental Policy Act 


of 1969, 42 United States Code ("U.S.C.") Section 4321, et seq., ("NEPA") and applicable 


regulations adopted by the Council on Environmental Quality ("CEQ") and the FRA.   


 


NEPA and the CEQ regulations impose obligations on the FRA to evaluate the Project's 


environmental consequences and to produce a detailed statement that discloses and assess, to 


the fullest extent possible: the environmental impacts of the Project; any adverse environmental 


impacts which cannot be avoided if the Project is implemented; alternatives to the Project; the 


relationship between local short-term uses of the environment and the maintenance and 


enhancement of long-term productivity; and any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of 


resources which would be involved if the Project is implemented.  See 42 U.S.C. Section 4332 


and 40 C.F.R. Section 1502.1.  In producing this detailed statement, the FRA is also required to 


consult with and obtain the comments of federal, state, and local agencies, as well as the public.  


Id.  Accordingly, these comments on the DEIS are those of a local governmental agency affected 


by and entitled to provide comments on the DEIS that the FRA should consider in fulfilling its 


consultation requirement before it takes action on the Project.   


 


The DEIS is also intended to satisfy two related requirements for consideration the impacts of 


federal agency actions on historic resources and certain public lands; Section 106 of the 
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National Historic Preservation Act ("Section 106"); and 49 U.S.C. Section 303(c) and 23 Code of 


Federal Regulations ("C.F.R.") Section 774 (known as a "Section 4(f) Evaluation" from its 


promulgation as Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, Public Law 89-


670).   


 


GENERAL COMMENTS 


 


The Broward County Board of County Commissioners has expressed general enthusiasm for a 


commuter rail project and its potential benefits for citizens and the region’s continued 


economic development; however, the size of this project has unclear impacts to the built and 


natural environments--the effects of which will not be known or felt until the project is 


completed.   


 


Broward County’s staff and legal department have engaged in ongoing dialogue with All 


Aboard Florida (AAF)/Florida East Coast Railway (FECR) about this project and will continue 


doing so.  We have described through a series of in-person meetings and documents, that the 


County does not feel that an EIS “finding of no significant impact” is appropriate or reflective of 


the impacts to the built and natural environment that the region will experience should this 


project be approved.  Broward County is home to 1.8 million residents, 13.4 million domestic 


and international visitors, annually, one of the largest seaports in the nation, a bustling, recently 


expanded international airport, and is confined by the Atlantic Ocean to the east and the 


Everglades Conservation area to the west.  As such, projects of All Aboard Florida’s magnitude 


must be viewed comprehensively: including, but not limited to, impacts on traffic patterns, 


public safety and emergency response, the marine industry, aged infrastructure, and the natural 


environment. 


 


QUIET ZONES, PUBLIC SAFETY AT CROSSING AND ALONG CORRIDOR 


Quiet Zones are an integral component of the project.  It is our understanding that All 


Aboard Florida, using both their own funds, and supplemental dollars provided by the Broward 


Metropolitan Planning Organization, will be constructing a series of railroad crossing safety 


improvements, sufficient to implement a continuous quite zone throughout Broward County.  


The process for approving a Quiet Zone does not require that each individual roadway crossing 


within the Quiet Zone receive safety upgrades, but simply that safety measures be installed to 
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reduce the hazard probability to a certain level for the entire Quiet Zone.  Therefore, it is 


important to note that safety improvements are not being installed at each existing railroad 


crossing.  Due to the significant increase in the number of trains operating in an urban corridor, 


we believe All Aboard Florida should commit to providing a higher level of safety infrastructure 


than the minimum required for only establishing the Quiet Zone.   Furthermore, All Aboard 


Florida should perform a hazard analysis to determine the level of mitigation that is required or 


appropriate. 


From a policy perspective, local governments and tax payers should not have to pay for such 


improvements.  We understand that AAF does not believe they are required to fund quiet zones. 


However, the laying of additional track is a decision by private development and a private 


company’s financial interests.  The railroad experiences a significant benefit in reduced liability 


when quiet zones are put in place.  As such, just as the railroad invests in property and 


technology for the benefit of the railroad, it should invest in the safety and comfort of 


impacted residents.  


In addition to the issue of Quiet Zones, the County is concerned about corridor safety in a 


broader sense, not just at the roadway crossings, but along the entire corridor as a whole.  


Unlike the Tri-Rail corridor which is buffered to a large degree by vacant right-of-way, the AAF 


corridor will travel along highly-urbanized and well-developed business, industrial and 


residential areas.  Because of this, there is a much higher potential for vehicular, pedestrian and 


bicycle conflicts along this corridor, not just at the crossing points, but along much of the 


railroad corridor itself.  During the field safety audit that took place several months ago, children 


were actually identified playing on the tracks and within the railroad right-of-way.  Many 


crossings are also situated within downtown activity centers with high amounts of pedestrians 


and bicyclists.  As we all know, the proposed commuter train will operate more frequently and 


at much higher speeds than the current freight service, and All Aboard Florida must work closely 


with all local governments to develop and fund measures for all aspects of safety along the 


corridor in addition to safety features at the roadway crossing points.   


Continuing with safety, the types of technologies that are needed for locating the commuter 


train along its route; detecting its approach to specific crossings; and detecting track obstacles, 


hazards and other types of intrusions along the railway corridor must be made collaboratively 


with the local governments that may ultimately contribute to their capital and maintenance 
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costs.   It is important that these systems be developed to be adaptable and compatible with at-


grade flashing warning systems and traffic signal communication systems.  


INADEQUATE ASSESSMENT OF DIRECT, SECONDARY AND CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC IMPACTS  


Although the actual schedules are not yet known, an estimated, 32 passenger trains a day will 


be running along the FEC tracks in Broward County.  On average, traffic along each corridor will 


be stopped about stopped about three times per hour at each location.  In addition to the 


actual time that the railroad crossing arms are down to allow the train to pass, it takes 


approximately eight minutes on average for the nearby traffic signals to adjust and 


resynchronize themselves to the state prior to the train’s arrival; and it may take several more 


minutes for the traffic to actually begin operating in a synchronized fashion. With three 


crossings per hour, traffic in the downtown areas will be significantly impacted for about fifty-


percent of each rush-hour period.   Based on our review of the transportation impact 


documents submitted on behalf of the project, it appears that the direct and secondary impacts 


on the surrounding transportation network were not adequately evaluated.  


Under NEPA the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is obligated to examine not only the 


direct and immediate impacts of the proposed project, but also secondary and cumulative 


impacts, in combination with those of other reasonably foreseeable actions, activities or 


developments.  It is clear that the total transportation analysis performed for the Broward 


County AAF crossings fails to not only address the immediate and direct transportation impacts 


in a comprehensive manner, but also completely ignores secondary and cumulative impacts.   


Moreover, the overall transportation analysis is unsupported by adequate traffic characteristics 


data or actual simulation modeling.   


Following are some of the general deficiencies in the analysis: 


 The number of intersection crossing points analyzed was inadequate relative to the total 


number of crossings throughout the county 


 Only the PM peak hour was analyzed 


 Only the immediate east/west roadway segment was analyzed; there was no further 


evaluation of adjacent north/south roadway segments or intersections 


 Train crossing times were likely underestimated based on assuming maximum train 


operating speeds through the crossings 
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 There was little or no analytical distinction made between freight train and passenger 


train operations, although the two operate with distinctly different characteristics 


 The traffic analysis does not follow any professionally-accepted rationale or 


methodology for assessing traffic impacts 


 The comparative analysis is highly flawed; the impacts of normal traffic conditions with 


freight movements (baseline) should have been compared against normal traffic 


conditions with freight movements, plus passenger train operations.  The analysis used a 


“weighted average” approach that misrepresented the actual incremental  impacts of the 


additional passenger service 


 There is no discussion explaining what the tabular analysis results actually mean in terms 


of real traffic impacts.  


 


To further illustrate, the traffic analysis performed for all of Broward County includes only two 


locations:  Hillsboro Boulevard and Broward Boulevard, and only one time-of-day analysis 


period (PM peak).  The analysis performed assumes one freight train crossing and one 


passenger train crossing during the pm peak hour.  The level-of-service methodology assumes 


no delay occurs for 53 signal cycles during each hour (which in itself is highly inaccurate as the 


average cycle length is 160 seconds, or 22.5 cycles per hour), and then assumes one signal cycle 


of freight train delay and one cycle of passenger train delay.   The overall delay impact is 


calculated by arithmetically weighting the one freight-train delay value with the one passenger-


train delay value applied against 53 cycles of zero delay.  


This is a meaningless analysis relative to how actual signal operations works in conjunction with 


railroad crossings.  The starting normal level-of-service (LOS) at either of these two crossings 


during the pm peak is actually closer to LOS E, not LOS A.  With each railroad crossing, the 


baseline initial delay of LOS E degrades to a severe LOS F during the train crossing interval and 


the adjacent traffic signals dwell in pre-emption and become unsynchronized.  As these signals 


become unsynchronized, secondary delays propagate further downstream to other intersections 


and roadway segments in all directions, expanding the LOS F condition.  When the train finally 


departs the crossing, and the traffic signals exit out of their pre-emption state, they are still 


unsynchronized, and must transition back into a synchronized state with the other nearby traffic 


signals.   This transition period typically requires three to four signal cycles, or approximately 


eight to eleven minutes.  During this transition period, the level-of-service remains at LOS F, as 
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does the downstream segments.  Only after the full transition period when all the signals are 


resynchronized, does the system start to recover back to its original level-of-service, which was 


LOS E (not LOS A).  It may take an additional two cycles for the initial LOS to be re-established 


throughout the adjacent network.  Therefore, one train crossing does not result in one cycle of 


LOS F conditions, but more likely 16-19 minutes of LOS F conditions; two crossings per hour 


would result in 32-38 minutes of LOS F conditions.  This is a significant impact;   the scale of 


which will occur not just at these two locations, but at all other arterial crossings along the FEC 


corridor.     


Interruptions will have real, quantifiable impacts in terms of delays, longer commute times, lost 


labor production hours, longer emergency response times, increased carbon emissions1, and 


higher fuel costs.  These cumulative impacts have not been properly identified or quantified in 


the environmental impact document, but they represent a significant impact to the environment 


and economy.   Appropriately comprehensive studies and analyses must be included in the final 


environmental documents.  In addition, strategies, additional funding, and resources to mitigate 


these concerns, must also be addressed. 


 


NO ASSESSMENT PROVIDED FOR THE PROPOSED CROSSING CLOSURE AT SW 2 STREET 


(FORT LAUDERDALE)  


The EIS documents do not address one of the most potentially significant transportation 


impacts in Broward County, which is the closure of SW 2 Street crossing in downtown Fort 


Lauderdale.  This segment of SW 2 Street is an important east/west collector roadway that helps 


reduce the severity and duration of peak hour traffic congestion on Broward Boulevard by 


providing a parallel east/west route for trips in and out of the downtown.  In addition to 


providing supplemental capacity for commuters, it is a secondary route for emergency vehicles 


and a potential alternate route for evacuating the downtown in the event of a major incident.  


The SW/SE 2 Street corridor is also expected to be heavily relied upon to accommodate future 


traffic as the downtown urban core further develops.  With this crossing closed, more trips will 


be diverted to the already over-capacity segments of SE 3 Avenue and Andrews Avenue in order 


to access Broward Boulevard.   


                                                           
1 The EIS findings indicate that the project will be in furtherance of Broward County’s air quality goals and 


reduce airborne pollutants by reducing emissions and greenhouse gases related to vehicles.   
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Of additional concern is the impact such a closure would have on the Broward County 


Governmental Center East’s operations and access to parking for the hundreds of employees 


and the public (the Governmental Center’s public parking facility is located adjacent to, but the 


east of, the SW 2nd Street crossing).  No analysis of the potential deleterious impacts to the 


economic viability of the Himmarshee Village and Arts District was presented.  The Broward 


Center for Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, as well as numerous restaurants 


and businesses are located to the west of the SW 2nd Street crossing, but heavily dependent 


upon patrons’ access to the public parking garage to the east of the SW 2nd Street Crossing.  


Further, in numerous meetings and discussions of the project with All Aboard Florida and the 


City of Fort Lauderdale there was no indication that such a closure was contemplated.  


It is therefore imperative that more studies be undertaken to carefully evaluate the potential 


traffic, socioeconomic, and public safety impacts associated with this closure.        


 


FLORIDA EAST COAST RAILWAY LICENSING AGREEMENTS 


Currently, the at-grade roadway crossing agreements between FEC and Broward County require 


all or a substantial portion of capital and maintenance costs associated with the crossing be 


paid by taxpayer dollars, and not the railroad.  Agreements with other governmental 


jurisdictions along the corridor have been reviewed and typically include taxpayer dollars paying 


for 50% of the railroad’s flashing warning systems in immediate proximity to the tracks, as well 


as all inspection costs incurred by railroad.  With the increase in capital investment and new 


equipment associated with the double-tracking required for All Aboard Florida, the level of 


inspection and maintenance costs to be paid by the taxpayers will also increase significantly.  


Agreements between governments and All Aboard Florida must be restructured to make these 


inspection and maintenance costs more equitable for the general taxpayers.   


 


ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC SYSTEM MAINTENANCE COSTS 


The double-tracking to allow for increase in the speed and frequency of train crossings will 


introduce new geometric conditions and operational scenarios that did not exist previously.  All 


Aboard Florida is only planning to address its flashing warning equipment and any impacted 


traffic signals as part of its initial double-tracking reconstruction.  After construction, Broward 
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County will be required to maintain traffic control signing and pavement marking associated 


with the new configuration, or any additional traffic signal modifications, adjustments or 


maintenance that may be required.  Under the current maintenance agreement, all of these 


maintenance and operational components are 100% the responsibility of Broward County, thus 


paid with taxpayer dollars.   We believe that these agreements must be restructured to equitably 


distribute continuing maintenance costs. 


Adaptation 


Furthermore, the project should better document how it accounts for adaptation that will be 


required as a result of sea level rise.  This is significant to local governments which have 


agreements with Florida East Coast Rail. Specifically, Broward County has agreements with FECR 


requiring that taxpayers pay for capital and maintenance on areas of the track that intersect with 


county roadways—meaning every time new track needs to be laid or equipment adjustments 


are needed to accommodate environmental mitigations—taxpayers are on the hook.  Double-


tracking and initiating passenger rail service on the FEC corridor adds unexpected financial 


burdens on local governments.  As costs related to upgrading and maintaining the rail line 


escalates, government is required to weigh other county priorities against railroad contractual 


obligations entered into many decades ago, under completely different circumstances.  


 


Bridges 


Broward County has been contacted by concerned members of the marine industry since the 


project’s inception.  Bridge crossings, especially at the New River, must be upgraded and 


maintained to ensure (1) the least impact to boaters and (2) safety of residents.   


 


Emergency Response and Facilities 


Then-Commissioner Suzanne Gunzburger, Hollywood (District 6) submitted a formal request for 


specifics related to public safety and emergency response which is included in the Finding of No 


Significant Impact (FONSI), page 34.  The response does not address the question sufficiently; 


we would respectfully request that All Aboard Florida explain how it plans to mitigate impacts 


to emergency responders and personal vehicles seeking access to trauma and emergency 


services.  The original question posed was, “With only at-grade crossings throughout Broward 


County, the frequency of those crossings being closed to vehicles. . . for train traffic will surely 


delay timely access to trauma and emergency care.” 
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Environmental Concerns 


The FONSI indicates that the project will be in furtherance of Broward County’s air quality goals 


and reduce airborne pollutants by reducing emissions and greenhouse gases related to vehicles.  


Has there been an air quality/engineering study to demonstrate the asserted positive impacts to 


air pollution?  What offsets exist resulting from increased traffic congestion and vehicular idling 


at railroad crossings as a result of the project?   


 


What mitigations are expected for the wetlands identified at milepost 338.5 in Broward County 


at the South Fork, New River?  


 


While the FONSI assumes there will be no Public Health and Safety impacts (Section K, 27-42), 


on what evidence was this findings based?  No traffic modeling was completed.  Contamination 


risk is always a concern along a rail corridor and is likely; the idea that there would be “no” or 


“very low” potential for contamination impacts is inaccurate and does not conform to typical 


engineering assumptions. Site location data provided was “limited”; more substantial data is 


required prior to asserting a “low risk”.  Affected sites and sampling should have been more 


widespread.   


 


With respect to Construction Impacts, the explanation provided that “all construction impacts 


cannot be estimated at this time” does not accurately reflect what could have been placed into 


consideration had stakeholders been engaged.  Expected impacts that should be addressed are 


as follows:  


 The vertical height and slope of the tracks will be altered;  


 Impact on the vertical grade;  


 Drainage;  


 Longer transition sections/slopes of the pavement to connect into the existing 


elevations; 


 Potential need for dewatering; if required, the County must approve, based on an 


engineering plan specific to contamination. 


 


Floodplain Maps 


The County adopted floodplain maps on August 18, 2014. Such maps were not used to develop 


the Draft EIS and they show several areas of the All Aboard Florida project, specifically within 
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Fort Lauderdale, to now be within a floodplain.  We would respectfully request an amendment 


to reflect the appropriate flood maps and also document the plan for mitigating flooding risk. 


What are the mitigating strategies for the current flood plain map with respect to infrastructure 


upgrades and construction? How will an adverse condition affect the surrounding area, 


specifically home owners and traffic flow? 


 


Hazardous Waste 


Trains carrying hazardous materials must be immediately removed from the tracks if, for any 


reason, there is a malfunction or breakdown.  Local communities have extensive emergency 


management responsibilities; and to date, we are unaware of any coordination with affected 


local governments regarding transportation of hazardous wastes along the corridor.  


 


Parking 


The proposed project does not adequately address parking demands for the Fort Lauderdale 


Station and asserts that the municipalities consulted felt existing parking was adequate to meet 


the demands of both retail and rail passengers.  Broward County strongly disagrees, especially 


in light of the revelation that access to the public parking garage directly across Broward 


Boulevard from the Fort Lauderdale Station may be severely hampered by the closure of the 


street acting as its entrance (SW 2nd Street).  The FONSI identifies parking projections on page 


25; however, there is no mention of how these figures were produced and what assumptions 


were used for ridership.  Further, the County would like to be consulted prior to the final EIS 


with respect to the parking needs analysis. 


 


Preliminary Hazard Analysis 


Elements of the Draft EIS make reference to risk and hazard assessments that appear to have 


originated from a hazard analysis document.  Was a formal Preliminary Hazard Analysis 


completed?  If so, has it been available to the public?  If not, a copy of such analysis should be 


disseminated to stakeholders prior to project approval. 


 


SECTION 106 AND SECTION 4(F) REVIEW 


The DEIS does not meet the requirements of a Section 106 consultation, as the Board and 


Broward County staff were not invited to participate in the development of its description of 


impacts on historic resources within Broward County.  The purpose of Section 106 consultation 
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is for Federal agencies to consider the effects of the Project on historic sites that are on, or 


eligible for, the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  The DEIS does not meet the 


requirements of a Section 4(f) review of the Project as it does not: (1) provide sufficient 


information to ensure that the Project avoids the use of historic sites, (2) describe the evaluation 


of prudent and feasible alternatives to avoid such a use, or (3) explain how the Project and the 


FRA have used all possible planning tools to minimize harm to historic sites.   


 


For general reference, Broward County has an historic preservation and archaeological 


ordinance, professional staff dedicated to historic preservation and an appointed historic 


preservation board nominated by the Board of County Commissioners.   Broward County 


recently completed a state cultural resource/historic preservation project, funded by the State of 


Florida to fully identify, document, catalogue and map a wide variety of cultural and 


archaeological resources throughout the County.   The County has demonstrated a significant 


interest in, and commitment to, the preservation of historic resources and should have been 


consulted prior to the publication of the Draft EIS with respect to potential regional impacts. 


 


As previously mentioned, the Project is adjacent to, and will impact use of and access to, the 


Himmarshee Street/SW 2nd Avenue Historic District (H-1) within Fort Lauderdale, Florida, which 


includes NRHP designated sites such as the New River Inn2.  Overall, the Himmarshee Historic 


District is the oldest section of the commercial downtown in Fort Lauderdale. It includes early 


20th century businesses located along the north and south sides of Himmarshee Street. The 


district is bounded on the east by the railroad tracks, the New River on the south, and the west 


side of Nugent Avenue and portions of the north side of SW 2nd Street. There are about 


seventeen (17) properties in the vicinity, including the Fort Lauderdale Historical Society in the 


Hoch Heritage Center, the Philemon Bryan House, the King-Cromartie House and the restored 


New River Inn (previously-identified) which operates as an historical museum.  In addition, the 


historic Bryant Homes operated as the River House Restaurant and is a site of great interest to 


the City of Fort Lauderdale in redevelopment efforts.  A replica of the first Fort Lauderdale 


school house has also been reconstructed within the district.3  A map of the Historic District 


                                                           
2 Located at 231 SW 2nd Avenue, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 


3 See City of Fort Lauderdale Planning and Zoning Department report on historic resources, January 2009, 


last accessed November 24, 2014, at http://www.fortlauderdale.gov/home/showdocument?id=222.   



http://www.fortlauderdale.gov/home/showdocument?id=222
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shows its immediate proximity to the Project, below.  Taken together, the FRA and All Aboard 


Florida should pursue consultation with local governments on historic site and use impacts, and 


include sufficient information to ensure that the Project avoids the use of historic sites, 


describes the evaluation of prudent and feasible alternatives to avoid such a use, or describes 


how the Project and the FRA have used all possible planning tools to minimize harm to historic 


sites to better comply with Section 106 and Section 4(f) review requirements.   


  


 







From: ELIZABETH
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: BULLIES
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:00:41 AM

This is exactly how people feel on the Treasure Coast about this train that is being rammed down our throats.
 Bullies are more common among our so called leaders than people would like to believe. Definition of a Bully , is
 someone who thinks  they are bigger and more powerful than the person they are pouncing on ,another name is
 cowardice. 

Please if you have any human decency left and are not just looking at the almighty dollar
 that is leading this parade listen to the people of this beautiful area and know you are
 going to beat it down bit by bit until it no longer can survive. 

Take the rail and go out west of 95 , you already have the plans done 20 yrs ago. 
I pray that you will listen to the people that DON'T WANT THIS TRAIN IN THEIR
 BACKYARDS . Please be an asset to our state not just a money grubbing corporation. 
Sincerely, Elizabeth Peragine, Jensen Beach, FL

mailto:pairjeans@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Ryan, Stephen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: CARE FL Comments on AAF DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:11:14 PM
Attachments: CARE FL DEIS Comments.PDF
Importance: High

Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida (CARE FL), attached please
 find CARE FL’s comments on the AAF DEIS.  Should you have questions or need
 additional information, do not hesitate to contact me directly.
 
Stephen Ryan
 
 
Stephen M. Ryan 
Partner

McDermott Will & Emery LLP  |  The McDermott Building  |  500 North Capitol Street, N.W.  |
  Washington, DC 20001
Tel +1 202 756 8333  |  Mobile +1 202 251 5343  |  Fax +1 202 756 8087

Biography | Website | vCard | E-mail | Twitter | LinkedIn | Blog

 

*******************************************************************************************************************
This message is a PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL communication. This message and all
 attachments are a private communication sent by a law firm and may be confidential or protected by
 privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
 distribution or use of the information contained in or attached to this message is strictly prohibited.
 Please notify the sender of the delivery error by replying to this message, and then delete it from your
 system. Thank you.
*******************************************************************************************************************

Please visit http://www.mwe.com/ for more information about our Firm.
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http://www.mwe.com/Stephen-M-Ryan/
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https://www.twitter.com/McDermottLaw
http://www.linkedin.com/company/mcdermott-will-&-emery
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I.   INTRODUCTION 
 
Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida (“CARE FL”) welcomes this opportunity to submit 
comments to the Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA” or “the Agency”) concerning the 
FRA’s September 2014 draft environmental impact statement (“DEIS”) for the proposed All 
Aboard Florida (“AAF”) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project (“the Project”).  
CARE FL is a coalition of South Florida and Treasure Coast community leaders, organizations, 
and residents devoted to protecting the safety, welfare, and way of life of the more than 10 
million people living in and around the areas that will impacted by the Project.  
 
The ill-conceived Project threatens unacceptable adverse impacts on the safety and welfare of the 
communities, families and businesses of coastal Florida.  Notably, the Project will create new 
and totally unacceptable safety risks.  The Project will run high-speed passenger trains through 
densely populated coastal communities, and in the same right-of-way there will be a sharp 
increase in the number of freight trains carrying toxic materials.  It will profoundly disrupt the 
region’s recreational and commercial boating activities in navigable waterways.  Yet those two 
topics receive totally inadequate analysis or candor in the DEIS.  The DEIS fails to adequately 
compare the Project with reasonable alternatives – alternatives that do not create such hazardous 
safety, environmental, and economic impacts.  
 
As discussed at length below, the DEIS does not satisfy the FRA’s obligations under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332 et seq., its implementing 
regulations or applicable Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) guidance materials.  At a 
bare minimum, the FRA must do significantly more work to evaluate the potential impacts of the 
project – direct, indirect and cumulative – and to evaluate appropriate mitigation measures for 
those impacts. 


A. THE FRA SHOULD PREPARE A SUPPLEMENTAL DEIS 
 
NEPA serves two purposes:  (1) ensuring that federal agencies carefully consider information 
about significant environmental impacts; and (2) guaranteeing that relevant information is made 
available to the public.  See, e.g., Northern Plains Resource Council, Inc. v. Surface 
Transportation Board, 668 F.3d 1067, 1072 (9th Cir. 2012).  The existing DEIS for the Project 
fails to fulfil either purpose.  More specifically, the DEIS is defective for at least five reasons: 
 


1. Inaccurate and Inadequate analysis of navigation impacts.  The DEIS 
glosses over and does not contain any of the significant and material detrimental 
impacts the Project will have on marine navigation.  As this set of comments 
demonstrates, the DEIS fails to engage in a meaningful discussion of potential 
navigation-related mitigation measures.  Most notably, the DEIS fails to recognize 
the significant navigation-related problems caused by the Project utilizing the 
existing St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee, and New River bridges, and fails to engage 
with the manner in which those existing problems will be worsened by the 
Project.  These issues are discussed at length in Section [III.A] below and include 
the observations of Mr. Dana A. Goward, a retired Senior Executive Service 
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official and retired Captain in the U.S. Coast Guard who was previously 
responsible for the permitting and regulation of more than 18,000 bridges.   
 
2. Inadequate analysis of climate-related risks.  The DEIS recognizes that 
changing climate conditions pose a threat to the Project’s rail corridor and bridges 
but contains no discussion of (a) how that threat affects the economic assumptions 
underlying the Project; (b) how that threat affects the FRA’s analysis of the 
Project’s safety impacts; and (c) climate resiliency measures that should be 
implemented as part of the Project (should it go forward).  The DEIS fails to 
adequately evaluate the alternative inland route that is not as susceptible to the 
effects of rising sea level and storm surges as the coastal floodplain chosen for the 
Project. 
   
3. Missing information about the Project.  The DEIS environmental 
analysis is premised entirely on claims of how many people will ride the train and 
corresponding claims of environmental benefit related to reductions in automobile 
trips.  However, neither the agency nor AAF has made available any version of 
the corollary cost and business model assumptions that underlie the FRA’s 
assertion that the Project is commercially viable and, therefore, preferable to the 
various alternatives discussed (and dismissed) in the DEIS.  As such, the DEIS 
provides no assurance that the FRA has examined those assumptions and deprives 
the public of the opportunity to assess the commercial viability of the 
Project.  AAF clearly has a range of potential ticket prices – it privately 
distributed this information to prospective bond holders – but its website and the 
DEIS fail to disclose any ticket price information to the public.  Without seeing 
information on ticket prices, the public cannot meaningfully compare the Project 
to alternative forms of transportation. Thus, the DEIS’s assumption that a 
significant portion of the public will choose the Project over driving automobiles 
is arbitrary.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS that provides a range 
of ticket prices and rigorously explores whether those prices are high enough for 
AAF to pay back its investors and low enough to attract enough riders to justify 
the Project’s claimed environmental benefits.  
 
4. Inadequate analysis of safety impacts.  The Project will more than triple 
the number of trains (and dramatically increase the speed of those trains) passing 
through nearly 350 at-grade road crossings traversed by tens-of-thousands of cars 
and numerous pedestrians each day, along a rail corridor where trespassing, in the 
words of one FRA engineer, is “epidemic” and which faces increasing risk of 
damage from rising sea levels and changing climate conditions.  Yet all the DEIS 
says about the safety risks posed by the Project is that “opportunities for conflict” 
between trains and people or vehicles “may” increase and that vague, unspecified 
“improvements” “would minimize potential conflicts and their consequences.”  
DEIS at S-17; see also DEIS at 5-133 to 5-137 (discussing public safety).  Such 
an utterly conclusory analysis in no way satisfies the FRA’s obligation to assess 
the public safety impacts of the Project or to discuss mitigation of those impacts.  
Instead, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that contains reasonable 
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projections of the nature, extent, and frequency of safety problems that may occur 
as a result of the Project, along with a meaningful discussion of mitigation 
measures for those problems.  The DEIS also ignores memos prepared by the 
FRA’s own staff earlier than the DEIS that directly address these issues.  
 
5. No meaningful alternatives analysis.  The DEIS’s overly narrow purpose 
of the Project – its claimed commercial viability for AAF – resulted in a 
premature dismissal of reasonable alternatives.  “The heart of the environmental 
impact statement” rests in the alternatives analysis.  40 C.F.R. 1502.14.  An EIS is 
supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in detail 
including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative 
merits.” 1502.14(b) (emphasis added).  The alternative routes, specifically the 
inland CSX route, do not pose the same hazardous risks to maritime navigation, 
safety, and the environment.  But as discussed throughout these comments, the 
DEIS does not provide sufficient information on these critical issues and does not 
engage in a meaningful analysis of the alternatives to the Project.   


 
To fulfil its NEPA obligations, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses all 
of the issues outlined above and discussed in greater detail in the body of these comments.  
Equally important, the FRA should use the supplemental DEIS to develop a more comprehensive 
set of mitigation measures for the Project’s impacts and should propose a mitigation monitoring 
plan.  It is not enough for the FRA to say (for example) that safety “recommendations” will be 
made at some unspecified time in the future, as the Agency does on page 5-134 of the DEIS.  
Instead, the FRA should put forth a document for public comment that both predicts what might 
happen as a result of the Project and identifies specific, realistic measures that can be taken to 
mitigate those impacts.  That is what NEPA requires.  


B.   SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATION EFFORTS SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IF 
THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD 


 
In the event the FRA decides to publish a final environmental impact statement for the Project 
without first publishing a supplemental DEIS – which it should not do – the FRA must, at a 
minimum, ensure that the final EIS contains a comprehensive list of appropriate mitigation 
measures, along with a plan for monitoring the implementation of those measures.  Among the 
many mitigation measures the Agency needs to consider are the following: 
 


• Replacement of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges with 
higher, more modern, safer bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation as the current bridges do, and do not create adverse noise, 
vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding communities.  
 


• Implementation of a full suite of rail-related safety measures including, 
but not limited to, the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade crossings 
and the installation of pedestrian gates at those locations where sidewalks 
are present on either side of the rail line.   
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C. THE AGENCY MUST ALSO CONSIDER MANY OTHER ISSUES 
 
CARE FL has focused its comments on the areas where it can provide special insights based on 
the direct adverse impacts that the Project will have on its members.  But the Project raises many 
other concerns that the Agency must also consider and address.  In particular, CARE FL adopts, 
and incorporates by reference, the well-considered comments submitted by the Board of County 
Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida (the “Indian River County Comments”) and 
those submitted by Martin County, Florida (the “Martin County Comments”).  CARE FL also 
urges the Agency to carefully review all of the comments submitted as part of the public 
comment process, as public transparency about the Project is one of CARE FL’s primary 
concerns and should also be a priority for the FRA.  
 
II.   BACKGROUND 


A. CARE FL 
 
CARE FL is a coalition of concerned community leaders, organizations and neighbors in South 
Florida and the Treasure Coast.  Our group continues to grow and includes the following 
homeowners associations:  Admiral’s Cove in Jupiter, FL; Loblolly in Hobe Sound, FL; Mariner 
Sands Country Club in Stuart, FL; Jonathan’s Landing in Jupiter, FL; Frenchman’s Creek in 
Palm Beach Gardens, FL; and Frenchmen’s Reserve in Palm Beach Gardens, FL.  Protecting the 
safety, welfare and way of life for the families, businesses and retirees who live in and around 
our communities is our goal.  We also care about transparency and are seeking open and honest 
discussions on the costs, benefits and risks of rail expansion in Florida. 
 
We are opposed to the combined proposed passenger and freight rail expansion because we 
believe, based on facts and a commonsense understanding of the reality of life with trains – and 
waterways, causeways, drawbridges and other infrastructures that define day-to-day life in South 
Florida – that rail expansion in the corridor chosen by AAF will have a significant and negative 
impact on our communities.  When we refer to “our communities” we mean that expansively, as 
more than 10 million people live in and around the areas that will be affected by the proposed 
rail expansion. 


B.   AAF AND THE PROJECT 
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC is a subsidiary of New York hedge fund Fortress 
Investment Group.  Although AAF is seeking at least $1.6 billion in financial support from the 
FRA’s Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (“RRIF”) program, it has also 
indicated that intends to fund the Project through $1.75 billion in Private Activity Bonds 
(“PABs”).  AAF released a preliminary bond offering memorandum to potential investors in 
June 2014 but has failed to disclose any economic information that would be useful to potential 
riders.1 


                                                 
1 AAF has sued various state agencies and a Florida citizen to prevent the public disclosure of its ridership study and 
ticket price information. See Arnie Rosenberg, All Aboard Florida files suit to block agencies from releasing 
'sensitive' documents’, TCPalm (Jun. 16, 2014), http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-
aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies.  We believe that this is reprehensible.  This information is critical for the 



http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies

http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies
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The DEIS indicates that AAF has articulated two purposes for the Project.  The first is “to 
provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and 
Miami, Florida . . . by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.”  DEIS at S-5.  
AAF claims that “[t]his transportation service would offer a safe and efficient alternative to 
automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 
corridors (particularly Interstate 95 [I‐95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 
transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation.”  Id.  The second purpose 
of the Project is to “provide intercity passenger rail service that addresses South Florida’s current 
and future needs to enhance the transportation system by providing a transportation alternative 
for Floridians and tourists . . . .”  Id.   
 
More importantly, the DEIS indicates that AAF’s primary “objective” “is to provide an intercity 
rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise.”  Id. (emphasis added).  That 
“objective” has two components:  (1) providing “a reliable and efficient intercity rail service 
between Orlando and Miami with an approximate 3‐hour trip time,” and (2) providing intercity 
rail service that is “sustainable as a private commercial enterprise,” with “sustainable” meaning 
that it “can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable 
profit level.”  Id.   
 
As discussed more fully in Section III below (“The DEIS Does Not Satisfy NEPA”), the DEIS 
fails to carefully examine whether the Project can in fact meet either of AAF’s objectives and 
often reads as if AAF’s convenience, building schedule and profit potential are more important 
than any other pertinent considerations, such as safety and navigation of the waterways.   


C. THE FRA’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER NEPA 
 
NEPA and its implementing regulations require federal agencies to take a “hard look” at the 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of those federal actions that have a significant impact on 
the human environment.  See 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.7, 1508.8 & 1508.25(c); N. Plains Res. Council, 
Inc. v. Surface Transp. Bd., 668 F.3d 1067, 1075 (9th Cir. 2012).  A “hard look” means, among 
other things, that the agency must discuss adverse impacts without improperly minimizing 
them.  See Native Village of Point Hope v. Jewell, 740 F.3d 489, 494 (9th Cir. 2014).  In 
addition, while agencies need not “foresee the unforeseeable,” they are required to engage in 
“reasonable forecasting and speculation.”  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 
F.3d 1304, 1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014) (citations omitted).  Agencies must also “either obtain 
information that is ‘essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives’ or explain why that 
information is too costly or difficult to obtain.”  Native Village, 740 F.3d at 493 (quoting 40 
C.F.R. § 1502.22).  The agency must also carefully examine the environmental impacts of 
reasonable alternatives, including a no-action alternative.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14.  The agency 
must also provide a full and fair discussion not only of anticipated significant environmental 
impacts, but also of measures that would avoid or minimize those impacts.  See 40 C.F.R. § 
1502(c).  Finally, a central purpose of NEPA is to ensure that the public is fully informed about 
the impacts that a proposed action will have.  See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1.  Thus, where a draft 


                                                                                                                                                             
public to evaluate the Project.  Because of AAF’s lawsuit this information is not included in these comments, but we 
firmly believe that the Agency should make it part of the record for the public to view. 
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environmental impact statement fails to provide sufficient information to allow for a meaningful 
analysis of those impacts, the agency must prepare and circulate a revised draft discussion of the 
relevant issues.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a). 
 
III. THE DEIS DOES NOT SATISFY NEPA 
 
A. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE  
 ANALYSIS OF NAVIGATION IMPACTS  
 
The DEIS either ignores or glosses over the detrimental impacts the Project will have on marine 
navigation.  As a result, the DEIS also fails to provide a meaningful discussion of the potential 
mitigation measures for those adverse impacts.   
 
Below, CARE FL focuses on three navigation-related concerns that the FRA appears to have 
overlooked entirely and which should be addressed in a supplemental DEIS.  Those concerns 
are:   
 


(1) The poor existing state of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges 
and the ways in which the Project will compound the existing 
navigation problems created by those bridges; 


 
(2) Profound flaws in the methodology the FRA has used to examine 


the Project’s navigation impacts at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges; and  


 
(3) The multiple adverse environmental impacts that will stem from 


the boating delays and queues that the DEIS (even with its flawed 
methodology) recognizes the Project will cause. 


 
Importantly, we have included in our discussion of the first topic the observations of former U.S. 
Coast Guard Captain Dana A. Goward.  Captain Goward is a former Senior Executive Service 
official in the U.S. Coast Guard who was responsible for the permitting and regulation of over 
18,000 bridges.  As Captain Goward’s observations make clear, the FRA should not approve the 
Project as it is currently conceived but should instead either reject the Project or, at a bare 
minimum, require significant revisions to AAF’s handling of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges.  Captain Goward also provided input with respect to the comments below on 
the second and third topics. 
 
1.   The DEIS Fails to Address the Significant Flaws in  


the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River Bridges 
 
A central – and highly troubling – feature of the Project is that it will retain the existing St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee bridges, despite the fact that both bridges are nearly 80 years old and already 
significantly impede navigation.  See DEIS at S-9 to S-10 (explaining that there will be no 
changes to the structure or dimensions of either bridge); id. at 5-24 (noting that even without the 
Project 25% of the boats arriving at the Loxahatchee bridge experience delays).  Indeed, the 
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Project will actually cause additional delays at each bridge.  DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (predicting 
that the Project will cause delays for 42% of the boat traffic at each bridge, significantly more 
than under the no-action alternative).   
 
It is highly unlikely that neither the St. Lucie bridge nor the Loxahatchee bridge would be 
permitted today.  Both bridges are more than 75 years old and local navigation needs have 
increased dramatically during that time.  The existing bridges already negatively and 
unreasonably impact waterway traffic and those negative impacts will only be compounded by 
the Project, which will result in many additional bridge closings each day.  Moreover, both 
bridges are also in advanced state of decay, which raises significant concerns about the safety of 
rushing more than 30 new high speed passenger trains over them each day.  And those safety 
risks are compounded by changing climate conditions.  As the FRA recognizes, changing climate 
conditions may lead to more frequent bridge closings.  See DEIS at 5-75.  The FRA needs to 
incorporate that important insight into its analysis of whether it is appropriate for the Project to 
retain the rusty and corroded St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges.  Similar concerns exist for the 
New River Bridge. 
 
Included below are Captain Goward’s observations about each bridge.  His comments make clear 
that:  (a) the three bridges should be replaced in their entirety with new bridges that are not 
unreasonably obstructive of navigation, and (b) in the interim, strict, highly predictable 
scheduling of bridge openings and closings should be implemented. 
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Comments of Captain Goward 
 
a) St. Lucie Bridge Operations 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1938 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge at Stuart over the St. Lucie River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The St. Lucie Bridge (also referred to as the “Stuart Bridge”) must either be completely removed 
or replaced with one that is not unreasonably obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 NOAA


Google Earth 


Bridge 


Ocean 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The waterway connects the communities of Palm City, Port St. Lucie, parts of Stuart, and the 
Okeechobee Waterway to the Atlantic and the north-south portion of the intra-coastal waterway. 
The Okeechobee Waterway connects the east and west coasts of Florida, is maintained at a depth 
of 8 feet and is suitable for both commercial tug-barge and recreational traffic. The 165 mile 
waterway from Stuart on the east coast to Ft. Myers on the west coast saves approximately 360 
miles compared to rounding the Florida peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers reports that 
approximately 10,000 vessels and 26,000 tons of cargo transit the waterways’ nearby St. Lucie 
lock each year. 
 


 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a 50’ wide opening between the protected abutments of 
the FEC the railroad bridge. This is the narrowest point that mariners must navigate on the 154 
mile Okeechobee Waterway where the canal varies from 80 to 100 feet wide (some of the locks 
are 50’ wide, but they are not in open water, subject to cross currents and do not pose navigation 
safety issues).   
 
When the bridge is closed it comes within 7’ of the surface of the water, effectively closing the 
waterway - vessels that require less than 7’ vertical clearance usually have very shallow drafts 
and do not need to use the channel portion of the waterway as they can safely pass under the 
bridges at numerous points.  When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance in the 
area is 65’ under the adjacent Route 1 Highway Bridge, and 14’ under the adjacent draw bridge 
on N. Dixie Highway. This drawbridge is manned by a bridge tender and will open upon 
demand.  
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As with any choke point between large bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong 


except for brief windows during slack tide. 
 
Transiting through these three bridges is challenging for many vessels because of the 
configuration of the waterway. Vessels must pass through three narrow bridge openings, which 
are not perfectly aligned, within less than a quarter mile. As with any choke point between large 
bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong except for brief windows during slack tide. Captains of 
tug and barge operations report that they must time their transits carefully so as to arrive when 
the tide is changing and the current is at its weakest. And while smaller vessels are able to pass 
each other safely, transits of the quarter-mile gauntlet by vessels of any size limit the waterway 
to one way traffic.  
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1938, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent. In the last 76 years: 


• The population in St. Lucie and Martin counties has grown from a 
few thousand to over 350,000 full time residents. The winter 
population in many areas increases by 20%. 


• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from mostly 
agriculture (pineapple farming) to waterway-oriented residential, 
and water-oriented commercial 


• The Atlantic intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with 
the St. Lucie River  


• The Okeechobee Waterway was built connecting Ft. Myers, Palm 
City, Stuart, St. Lucie, the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the 
Atlantic Ocean. 


• Waterway use between the St. Lucie River west of the FEC rail 
bridge and points east has greatly increased. During one 53 day 
period almost 13,000 transits were observed.  This equates to over 
88,000 per year. 


• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  
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Communities Built Around 
Waterway Use 


M
ap


qu
es


t 


 
Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways. Most of the 15 major 
marina and dockage space in the area is west (upstream) of the bridge. These vessels, and those 
transiting from the Okeechobee Waterway, must pass through the FEC rail bridge to access the 
Atlantic Ocean and/or the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and contribute to the estimated 88,000 
transits per year.  
 
The Gulf Stream is often within 8 to 14 miles off the coast making offshore fishing particularly 
attractive.  
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 14 times each day and the 
closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local residents, though, report more extended closures 
and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon when the bridge does not open in 
between trains. None of the closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few 
minutes in advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with the primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 


 
Huge-water oriented 
communities in Stuart, 
Palm City, St. Lucie and 
the surrounding areas, 
marine services, marine 
retail, and all the 
supporting business and 
economic activity would 
not exist, but for the 
presence and usability of 
the waterways. 
 
The importance of this 
type of economic 
activity is essential to 
the entire state of Florida 
and is well documented.  
The Florida Oceans and 
Coastal Council reported 
that the states coastal 
counties contribute 
about 79 percent of the 
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state’s economic productivity.2  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that “[a]nything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy [.] These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”3  
 
Over 450 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. These can be a varied 
combination of large and small recreational vessels and larger tugs with barges.  This mixture 
increases wait times as larger vessels must pass through more slowly and do not safely allow for 
traffic in the opposite direction. Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge 
to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the 
risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being set upon the bridge by strong 
currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.4 
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition risks structural and mechanical failures that obstruct the 
waterway. 


     


                                                 
2  Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 2008), 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf.  
3 Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
4 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 



http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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While information on past bridge malfunctions was not immediately available for this paper, a 
casual inspection of the bridge shows that it has suffered from lack of attention and maintenance.  
 
As the 76 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, 
mechanical and material failures are certain.  
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible.  Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations in 
other locations.  
 
Alternatives to using a 76 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. By not using these alternatives, though, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the surrounding area. 
 
4. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would most 
certainly be denied. 
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the Route 1 bridge over the St. Lucie River and adjacent to 
the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 65’ over the waterway 
would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that the rail bridge often does not 
open between individual trains to allow navigation, even if it means another 20 minutes the 
waterway will be closed. 
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 7’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ above the water when closed.  
Guidance for bascule bridges on the Okeechobee waterway between St. Lucie locks and the 
Atlantic inter-coastal waterway – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 



http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be minimized. 
This requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are often limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the 
need for a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must 
allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With 88,000 transits per year and up 
to 450 per day, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long. Less than 15 
minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to organize, 
accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge. Note that it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic for many vessels.  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one source: 
 


“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”5 


 
                                                 
5  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 



http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved.  
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open.  This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
b) Loxahatchee Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1935 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge over the Loxahatchee River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The bridge must either be completely removed or replaced with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a narrow, 40’ space between the protected abutments of 
the FEC railroad bridge. When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance is 25’ 
which is controlled by the adjacent Route 811 fixed highway bridge. The 3,000 mile intra-coastal 
waterway that traverses the Atlantic and Gulf coasts is immediately to the east of the two 
bridges.  A third of a mile downstream the Route 1/A1A fixed highway bridge has 26’ vertical 
clearance.  


 
When the railroad bridge is in use the waterway into and out of the Loxahatchee River system is 
closed as the bridge comes within 4’ of surface of the water.  
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Boats waiting for the bridge to open must often contend with strong tidal currents estimated at 7 
to 8 knots. This is caused by the tide surging through a narrow river neck into and out of the very 
large basin and recreation area comprised of the three forks of the Loxahatchee River and the 
extensive, wide confluence area just west of the bridge. Boats waiting for the bridge to open can 
have difficulty avoiding being set onto the bridge, the shore, and each other.  
 
The narrow passage and strong current beneath the bridge make it impossible, or at best unsafe, 
for even small vessels to pass each other. So traffic is almost always limited to one way at a time.  


 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1935, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent.  In the last 79 years: 
 


• The local population has grown by approximately 10,000% 
• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from working 


agriculture to waterway-oriented residential, and water-oriented 
commercial 


• The intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with the 
Loxahatchee 


• Waterway use between the Loxahatchee River system and other 
waterway areas has greatly increased. For 193 days during the first 
half of this year, the Jupiter Inlet District observed over 48,000 
vessel transits through the rail bridge. This equates to over 90,000 
a year. 


• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  


 
While there are more than 1,200 boat slips upstream, waterway users from both sides of the 
bridge transit to use the waterway on the other side. Boaters from the east side of the bridge 
transit west to the broader and more sheltered areas of the river to water ski, jet ski, picnic on a 
wide and long sand bar at low-tide, and visit Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Boaters from the 
west side transit east to use the intra-coastal waterway, visit marinas, patronize restaurants, and 
enter the Atlantic.  
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The Gulf Stream comes closer to shore in this area than anywhere else in the United States 
(between 1 and 2 miles) making offshore fishing particularly attractive. Average year-round 
water temperature is 78 degrees adding to the attractiveness of in-water and water-borne 
recreation. 
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway 
approximately 14 times each day for approximately 20 
minutes. Residents report that the closures can be much 
longer, though, lasting up to an hour when the bridge does not 
open between trains.  Data collected by the Jupiter Inlet 
District, though, shows that the number of times per day the 
waterway is open for navigation during daylight hours varies 
greatly between zero and 16. None of the closures are 
scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in 
advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the 
closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge 
from fully using the waterways, especially since the closures 
are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet 
the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 
 
Huge-water oriented communities in Jupiter, Tequesta, southern Martin County and northern 
Palm Beach County, marine services, marine retail, and all the supporting business and economic 
activity would not exist, but for the presence and usability of the waterways.  
 
The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and is 
well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.6  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”7 
 


                                                 
6 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 
2008), available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf  
7 See Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp.  


Communities 
Located So As To 
Use Waterways 


Mapquest 



http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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Over 500 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. Many, if not most, must loiter 
and wait for the bridge to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. 
Loitering also increases the risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being 
set upon the bridge by strong currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.8  
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition has caused failures that obstructed the waterway. The 
risk of additional and more frequent obstructions is increasing. 
 


 
 
Upon one occasion a large piece of metal fell from the bridge and obstructed the waterway. 
Because it was not visible from the surface, several boats struck the metal and reported minor 
damage. Requests to the railroad for it to be removed went unheeded. The large metal object was 
eventually cleared from the waterway by the Jupiter Inlet District. 
 
Mechanical failures of the bridge mechanism have obstructed the waterway while it was being 
repaired.  
 
Extended waterway closures have resulted from a faulty locking system or signal system. With 
the bridge in the down position, trains have repeatedly stopped short of the crossing  
for the engineer to dismount, walk up to the bridge to ensure it is locked down and safe to cross. 
For south-bound trains this also blocks all three streets exiting the City of Tequesta and has 
resulted in complaints to FECR by the mayor.  
 


                                                 
8 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 


Corrosion, lack of care 
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Very little to no preventive maintenance or care is evident to anyone walking out onto the bridge 
(the bridge is entirely accessible to casual pedestrians and even lacks land-side warning or “no 
trespassing” signs.) 
  
As the 79 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, an 
increase in mechanical and material failures is certain. 
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible. Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations 
exist in other locations.  
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the route 811/A1A bridge over the Loxahatchee and 
adjacent to the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 25’ over the 
waterway would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that when individual trains are 
separated by 20 minutes or less, the rail bridge will not open to allow navigation between train 
crossings.  
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges on the adjacent intra-coastal waterway to be 21’ above the 
water when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway 
between Jacksonville and Miami– see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”).  
 
Alternatives to using a 79 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. However, by not using these alternatives, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of Tequesta, Jupiter and the surrounding area.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would almost 
certainly be denied. 
 



http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The Bridge Does Not Currently Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Before the 
Project.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation of Negative Impact Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its impact on the waterway must be minimized. This 
requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the need for 
a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must allow 
passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. The Jupiter Inlet District has observed an 
average of 288 vessel bridge transits each day, and even more vessels would do so, but for the 
obstruction of the bridge.  With over 500 transits per day on peak days, waiting lines can be long. 
Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to 
organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge (it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic).  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one authority: 
 


“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”9 
 


                                                 
9  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 



http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation. Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved. 
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
c) New River Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 


Changes in rail traffic, maritime 
activity, and the community since 
the bridge was first permitted in 
1974 have caused the Florida East 
Coast Railroad bridge at Ft. 
Lauderdale over the New River to 
become an unreasonable 
obstruction to navigation.  


The bridge must either be 
completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 


Vessels waiting in narrow waterway for railroad 
bridge to open. 
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In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 


Background:  


Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 


The New River is a naturally occurring and (by Florida standards) relatively deep waterway that 
originates in the Everglades and has been used for commercial transportation for over 100 years. 
In the area of greatest interest to this report, it is approximately 9 feet deep making it navigable 
by sizeable vessels for 8 miles from where it enters the Atlantic Ocean in the east to the last 
dockage for major vessels on the western reaches of its South Fork. The river provides excellent 
hurricane protection and connects the interior of Broward County, the Central Business District 
of Ft. Lauderdale, the north-south Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean. It is 
used extensively for a wide range of marine activity including commercial industrial traffic 
associated with major yacht maintenance and storage, other commercial traffic such as water 
taxis and sightseeing vessels, marine construction vessels and barges, law enforcement/military 
vessels, and a high volume of recreational traffic. The waterway has been designated a “Broward 
Urban River Trail,” which encourages its use by small motorized and non-motorized vessels.10  
 
The waterway is fairly narrow, though vessels over 200 feet long have safely transited the eight 
miles to the industrial centers in the west. 


Many larger vessels transit with two smaller vessels, one each tethered to their bow and stern, to 
help ensure against a loss in steerage or propulsion, and to help the captain avoid other vessels 
and fixed obstacles.  


 
The south fork of the New River west of the FEC RR Bridge is home to one of the largest 
concentrations of commercial marine operations I have ever seen (location of just some of the 
facilities are depicted on the above illustration).  It includes the 50 acre Lauderdale Marine 
Center which bills itself as the largest yacht repair facility in the United States.   


                                                 
10 See Broward Urban River Trails, available at http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm.  


FEC Rail 
Bridge 


Marine Industries 



http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm
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A 214 foot vessel is reported to be the largest serviced to date in the facilities on the South Fork 
of the New River. Available services range from hauling 330 ton vessels out of the water for 
bottom maintenance, to engine replacements and cosmetic services (painting and finishing). In a 
2006 report, the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) found over 1,500 
mega-yachts (80’+) in the region served by this commercial hub. It also found that when these 
vessels used a boatyard, the average (2006) invoice was for $169,000.   


A recent report by MIASF documents that, in Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale) alone, the 
marine industry is responsible for $8.8B/year in economic impact, and over 100,000 jobs. A 
great part of Ft. Lauderdale’s success at being “The Yachting Capital of the World” is 
undoubtedly its huge capacity for industrial and maintenance support of all kinds of recreational 
vessels, especially larger ones. 


While the economic impact of marine activities on the New River is substantial, the potential for 
greater success, job creation, and economic development is continually threatened and/or 
stymied by the FECR bridge’s frequent, unpredictable closures, and its poor reliability.  


The western reaches of the New River also serve as a hurricane evacuation location for many 
large vessels. This provides value to the region, in and of itself, as most marine insurance 
companies require owners to have an evacuation plan and location as a condition of coverage.  
Thus, vessels from the entire US Eastern seaboard and around the Caribbean that may not have 
another reason to visit and transit the river benefit from its accessibility. 


The FECR bridge (bridge 341.26) is downstream from the: 


• Enormous and highly productive marine commercial and industrial hub on the South 
Fork of the New Rivers 


• Numerous water-oriented communities 
• Broward Center for the  Performing Arts 
• Museum of Discovery and Science & 


Imax Theatre 
• Esplanade Park 
• Historic Himmarshee Village & the Old 


Ft. Lauderdale Museum of History 
• New River Inn 
• Cooley’s Landing (with live aboard 


dockage) 
• South Fork - Secret Woods Nature 


Center 
• Approximately 5,000 docks.   


 
When closed, the FECR bridge rests 4’ above the water and closes the river to navigation. The 
adjacent Andrews Avenue bridge is 21’ above the water when closed.  This allows the majority 
of the river traffic to transit beneath without the bridge needing to open. Note that the USCG 
guide height for bascule bridges in this area is 21’ in the closed position.   


4’ Height Closes River 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls Near Bridge 
That Cause Cross Currents 


Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and scientists region predict 
that sea levels along the SE Florida coast will rise 9 to 24 inches in the next 50 years (from 2010 
to 2060).11  This will likely result in the surface of the water coming into contact with the main 
bridge structure during storm surges from major weather events and during high water and storm 
water outflow events after tropical rain falls. 


The 60’ horizontal clearance through the bridge is the narrowest point on the New River, which 
is 100’ or wider along its navigable length. All but the smallest vessels must confine themselves 
to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the bridge. 


The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending 
upon the amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north 
bank immediately downstream from the bridge. Tidal current on the river has been measured in 
excess of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
data.12  Since the New River is 
connected to a major regional drainage 
canal under the jurisdiction of the US 
Army Corps of Engineers (and local 
sponsor South Florida Water 
Management District), high storm water 
discharge conditions - which in sub-
tropic South Florida happen frequently -
can cause the current to be much faster. 
Extreme storm events (such as 
hurricanes and major thunderstorm 
systems) can deliver enough water such 
that the level of the river at low tide 
approaches that of a normal high tide, 
and can effectively eliminate low tides 
for extended periods. The short term 
impact on the river’s current, especially 
when added to an outgoing tidal flow, can be dramatic and turbulent. This makes navigation, and 
waiting for bridges to open, all that much trickier.  
 
In addition to the current and narrow channel restricting vessels’ ability to maneuver, mariners 
report (and this author witnessed) significant cross currents from periodic and unpredictable 
                                                 
11 See Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact, A Unified Sea Level Rise Projection for Southeast 
Florida, at iii (April 2011), available at http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org//wp-
content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf.  
12 NOAA, Tides and Currents, available at  
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=F
ort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-
0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&
footnote= (last accessed Dec. 1, 2014). 



http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf

http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=





 


26 
 


storm water outfalls in very close proximity to the east side of the FEC rail bridge. These further 
complicate the ability to safely navigate, hold course, or hold position while waiting for the 
bridge to open. 
 
Vessels speeds are limited by “no wake” restrictions along much of its length and several 
manatee zones. 
 
Bridge Operation – Prior to the Project – Is Not In Accordance With Federal Regulations 
 
Operation of the bridge does not conform to provisions in the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) in several ways. 
 
33 CFR 117.4 provides for an automated drawbridge to be kept open to navigation when not in 
use by a train. Local waterway users and neighbors report that the bridge is often closed for 
extended periods, frequently an hour or more, when no train is present. 
 
22 CFR 117.42 states that, when an automated bridge operation is approved, “…a description of 
the full operation of the remotely operated or automated drawbridge will be added to subpart B 
of this part.”  No such description is included in subpart B.  
 
Since no “description of the full operation” is included in subpart B, the default requirement is in 
33 CFR 117.5 which states that “…drawbridges must open promptly and fully for the passage of 
vessels when a request or signal to open is given in accordance with this subpart.” Since the 
bridge is untended, the visual and sound signals outlined in 33 CFR 117.15 are of no use, and no 
provision has been made for radio telephone communications. This writer was not able to find 
any method for making a request or giving a signal to open this bridge in the CFR, Coast Pilot, 
or any other publication. The bridge owner is in violation of federal regulations for not having 
and publicizing a method for mariners to signal for the bridge to open. 
 
33 CFR 117.55 requires that the owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream 
of the bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.  No such signs are 
present. 
 
Notes: 
 


1. The Federal Railroad Administration reports that the bridge closes 11 times a day for 
rail traffic with an average closure time of about 20 minutes. 


 
2. Local waterway users report that the bridge is often down for much longer periods 
extending to an hour or more. This is attributed, in part, to a desire to not raise the bridge 
between trains, and that some trains stop on the tracks on either side of the bridge which 
signals the automatic system to keep the bridge down. 


 







 


27 
 


Vessel Traffic 
 
No independent measurement of yearly vessel traffic in this section of the river was identified for 
reference during the preparation of this paper. This is an important missing datum that should be 
obtained as soon as possible by an independent government authority.  
 
In spite of the apparent absence of reliable quantitative data, it is clear to even a casual observer 
that the section of the New River near the FECR bridge is an exceptionally busy waterway.  For 
example, even though a majority of vessels are able to pass beneath the adjacent 21’ high 
Andrews Avenue bridge without it opening, this bridge still opens about 1,000 times a month to 
allow larger vessels to pass. Assuming a 6:1 ratio of smaller vessels to larger ones makes an 
estimate of annual traffic about 84,000 transits per year. 
 
It is still important to note, though, that even an accurate count of current traffic and transits does 
not include the amount of waterway and economic activity that is deterred by this bridge closing 
the waterway as often as it does.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. 
Lauderdale” operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year. His water 
taxis serve the area east of the bridge, but not the tourist and cultural area just west of the bridge 
that includes the Broward Center for the Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, 
Imax Theatre, Esplanade Park, Historic Himmarshee Village, and the Old Ft. Lauderdale 
Museum of History. These attractions would ordinarily be ideal water taxi stops. Unfortunately, 
frequent, unscheduled, and often extended rail bridge closings prevent such service as they 
would too often cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. 


Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 


The FEC Railroad has operated a bascule rail bridge over the New River in Ft. Lauderdale since 
1912. The current rail bridge was permitted in 1974-5 and construction was complete in 1978. 
Since the current bridge was permitted, the marine industry and residential areas to the west have 
grown significantly. By example, the overall year-round population of the Broward County has 
doubled since 1978, from about 900K to 1.8M. And this does not include substantial seasonal 
increases and tourist visits. 


Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways on the other side. To 
the west there are extensive marine industrial support facilities, thousands of waterfront 
residences, and the numerous attractions and parks mentioned earlier. To the east lie the intra-
coastal waterway, Port Everglades, and the Atlantic Ocean. Restaurants and other waterfront 
attractions can be found all along the length of the river. 


As mentioned earlier, according to the FRA, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 11 
times each day and the closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local waterway users report 
more extended closures and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon. None of the 
closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in advance. Users also 
have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
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Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 


The Bridge Before the Project Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  


1. It interferes with a primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines 
the foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 


“With 300+ miles of inland waterways and 50,000 registered yachts, Fort Lauderdale is 
dubbed ‘the Yachting Capital of the World’ . . . and home to the largest boat show in the 
world, the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show.”13  
 
Ft. Lauderdale prides itself on being yachting capital of the world. Sustaining that reputation 
and economic engine depends upon ready availability access to a wide range of industrial, 
engineering, maintenance and support services for those vessels. Access to almost all of these 
facilities is controlled by the FEC rail bridge over the New River.  


The bridge also controls access to more than 5,000 docks at marinas and homes up river. 


Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge to open, burning fuel, 
increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the risk of vessels 
colliding with each other, hitting and damaging vessels docked along the river, or being set 
upon the bridge by strong currents.  


Rail bridge closures delay waterway users and deter future use (the water taxi that does not 
serve the attractions on the west side of the bridge is just one example). Every time the bridge 
closes and delays a vessel transit it negatively impacts a critical economic engine of the local 
economy, and reduces property resale values upstream.14 


The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and 
is well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.15  


Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has 
testified that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a 
huge impact on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 
percent of Florida's ocean economy . . . .”16 


                                                 
13 Lena Katz, Luxury in the Yachting Capital of the World, Huffington Post (June 21, 2012), 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html. 
14 For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by half a percent, that would be a 
cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it degraded the value of $50B in 
property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 
15 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., (June 2008) 
at 6, available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf. 
16 Oceans and Coasts Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 



http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html

http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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2. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 


While waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. These 
include: 


• Using existing rail bridges to the west. The New River is crossed by 
two other rail bridges much further upstream that avoid obstructing 
much of the activity on the waterway. These bridges carry regional 
passenger (Amtrak), commuter (Tri-Rail) and freight traffic.   


• Developing a new rail corridor that is west of the New River entirely. 
The State of Florida is exploring a rail corridor along US 27 that 
would greatly increase capacity for the region, while at the same time 
bypassing numerous existing conflicts with water and vehicle traffic.17   


• Shipping freight along a parallel, but otherwise nearly identical route, 
by barge. Marine transport is generally recognized as the most 
efficient, economical, safest, and most environmentally friendly 
method of moving cargo, 18 and “marine highways” are being 
investigated by regional, state, and federal planners. 


• Replacing the bridge with a higher one that does not unreasonably 
obstruct navigation, or a tunnel. The State of Florida has estimated the 
costs would be $53M for a fixed bridge with 65’ vertical clearance, 
$66M for a drawbridge that had 45’ vertical clearance when closed, 
and a $530M for a tunnel.19  


Note: A tunnel option should not be dismissed merely because of 
capital cost as this would be amortized over an exceptionally long life-
cycle. There are precedents in the immediate area for tunnels being 
selected as the best transportation option:   


o The Henry Kinney Tunnel on U.S. 1 in Fort Lauderdale, which 
replaced a low-level drawbridge in 1960. 


o The $1B Port Miami tunnel that recently connected Miami's 
MacArthur Causeway to the Port of Miami   
 


                                                 
17 Angel Streeter, Railroad coming to U.S. 27? A new vision emerges, Sun Sentinel (May 18, 2013), 
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-
corridor-rail-line. 
18 Nationals Waterways Foundation, A Modal Comparison of Domestic Freight Transportation Effects on the 
General Public:  2001-2009 (Feb. 2012), http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf  
19 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel.  



http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-corridor-rail-line

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-corridor-rail-line

http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel





 


30 
 


Some of these alternatives are more expensive for the FECR. By not using them, though, the 
FECR is imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the area. 


3. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  


If FECR were to seek a permit to build this bridge today, it would most certainly be 
denied. 


US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences 
for fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts 
to all transportation modes at these important intersections of transportation systems. 


In 2009, the State of Florida examined alternatives to the FEC rail bridge over the New River 
and developed the two bridge and tunnel options mentioned earlier because the state 
recognized the problems posed by the bridge and that it did not meet the reasonable needs of 
navigation. 


The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG 
Bridge Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ to 25’ above the water 
when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the nearby Atlantic inter-coastal waterway 
and Miami River – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR 
Chapter 1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 


The Bridge Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation.  The Coast Guard must 
designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to navigation under the Truman-
Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 


Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 


Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be 
minimized. This requires that: 


1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 40 minutes each hour, 


2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  


3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   


4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 


Openings  


The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 



http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The waterway must be open at least 40 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per 
opening.  


Safe vessel transits are usually limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and 
the need for a slow, no-wake speed in what is also in a manatee zone. The length of the 
openings must allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With so many 
transits per year, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long, especially 
during peak periods. Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both 
sides of the bridge to organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge.  


Bridge closures directly impact the safety and costs of the commercial transits to and from 
the western commercial center. Delays have both a direct cost in time, fuel, additional 
hazards waiting in the river, etcetera, but also ripple through the entire commercial enterprise 
by throwing off schedules, work plans, and so on.  In its Truman-Hobbs study of the 
waterway, the USCG should examine the cost of lost business to commercial marinas caused 
by operators who choose to go elsewhere due to the risk of transiting the New River and its 
obstructive bridge.   


Waiting for the bridge to open also degrades the boating experience significantly, and can 
drive potential waterway users to just stay home or relocate where they moor their vessel. 
According to one authority: 


“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”20 
 


Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less 
reasonable. This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so 
that users can structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 


As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn 
and typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set 
upon the bridge or shore by strong currents. Collectively this inconvenience amounts to 
decline in property and business value.   


Predictability and Clarity 


Safe and efficient (and in the case of recreational users, enjoyable) waterway use requires 
time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, some of which are time consuming to 
prepare and require special transport, are often involved.  It is also often a group activity, so 
schedules of multiple people and organizations must be coordinated, sometimes weeks in 
advance. 


                                                 
20  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 



http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users 
have a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will 
manage expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 


It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  


We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal 
Register as part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that 
the schedule be published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain 
unchanged for at least 90 days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the 
project.  


 
 
2. The Methodology the FRA Used to Examine the Project’s Navigation Impacts is 
 Profoundly Flawed and Understates the Project’s Adverse Navigation Impacts 
 
Although the DEIS recognizes that vessel wait times and queue lengths will increase at the St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges (see, e.g., DEIS at 5-15) it nevertheless concludes 
that those impacts will have “no adverse economic impacts to marine jobs, economic growth, or 
development.”  Id.  The DEIS’ conclusion is flawed because the FRA has severely 
underestimated the extent to which the Project will harm navigation at the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River Bridges.   
 
To assess the Project’s impacts on navigation, the FRA relied on a consultant’s study – the 
“Navigation Discipline Report” – prepared for AAF by AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
Inc.   See DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C.  That study – and the FRA’s use of the study – suffers from 
the following seven flaws that render the FRA’s navigation analysis wholly unreliable and 
inconsistent with the Agency’s obligation to ensure the “professional integrity” of its analysis.  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.24. 
 
First, the FRA examined navigation impacts only in 2016, not any of the later years during 
which the Project will be operational.  See DEIS at 5-18.  That truncated approach ignores harms 
that will be suffered for years to come.  It also ignores any increases in recreational and 
commercial boating that may occur in the future.  That approach is not consistent with the 
Agency’s obligation to make a reasonable forecast of what will happen in the future. 
 
Second, the FRA also failed to establish an appropriate baseline against which to measure the 
impacts of the Project.  To the contrary, the Navigation Discipline Report uses three different 
baselines – one for each bridge – without any explanation of why that is appropriate.  See 
Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10. 
 
Third, the Navigation Discipline Report claims that vessels can pass through the bridge crossing 
in less than 7 seconds.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  But that is based solely on 
crossing time and ignores the time that will be required to accelerate from a standing position 
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when the bridge is closed.  In sum, it ignores how the vessels will actually move when the 
Project is operational.   
 
Fourth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant have evaluated the Project’s impacts under the rosiest of 
assumptions, including that the trains will operate properly without delays or incidents on the 
bridges. That approach cannot be reconciled with the FRA’s own conclusion that changing 
climate conditions are likely to cause problems with bridge infrastructure.  It also defies common 
sense.  The FRA should base its projections of anticipated impacts on what is reasonably 
foreseeable, not on the “absolute best case” scenario. 
 
Fifth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant appear not to have collected data on daily boat traffic from 
either the Jupiter Inlet District or the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel. 
 
Sixth, the FRA appears to have concluded that the navigation impacts are minimal based on 
“average” wait times, rather than the total number of vessels that will be forced to wait or the 
total aggregate waiting time of all vessels.  The DEIS provides no justification for such an 
approach, which does nothing but gloss over the fact that the Project will indisputably cause 
greater inconvenience for more boats, as documented on Pages 5-21, 5-24 and 5-26 of the DEIS. 
 
Seventh, the FRA has prematurely rejected the idea of requiring AAF to replace the existing St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges on the grounds that such a project would be too 
costly.  See DEIS at 5-27.  In doing so, the FRA has provided no cost data that would justify 
such a conclusion.  To the contrary, the DEIS says:  “The use of elevated bridge structures would 
result in significant cost increase; preliminary cost estimates indicate at least an increase in costs 
of two to three times planned activities.”  DEIS at 5-27.  Nowhere does the DEIS provide 
reliable estimates of what it would cost to replace just the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River 
bridges.  Publicly reported bridge construction estimates suggest that the cost of building three 
new elevated bridges would be far, far less than the $1.6 billion loan that AAF has requested – 
and nowhere close to “two to three” times that amount.  In particular, the Fort Lauderdale Sun 
Sentinel reported in October 2010, that the cost of building a new bridge over the New River 
could cost as little as $53 million – a small fraction of the cost of AAF’s $1.6 billion “planned 
activities.”21 
 
3.   The DEIS Ignores the Adverse Environmental Impacts That Stem  
 From the Increased Vessel Queues and Delays that the Project Will Cause 
 
Despite the flaws (discussed above) in the FRA’s study of the Project’s navigation impacts, the 
DEIS nevertheless confirms that the Project (even under the rosiest of assumptions) will lead to 
significantly more boats idling at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges.  See DEIS 
at 5-21, 5-21 and 5-26 (noting that 76% of the boats passing under the New River bridge will be 
delayed because of the Project).  The increase in boat idling will produce at least two reasonably 
foreseeable adverse environmental impacts:  (a) adverse air quality impacts, and (b) more vessel 
collisions.  But the DEIS nowhere mentions those impacts let alone takes a “hard look” at them. 


                                                 
21 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel. 



http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
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First, the FRA has improperly ignored the adverse air quality impacts that will result from more 
boat idling.  As the DEIS explains:  “Motor vehicles emit CO2 at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues.”  DEIS at 5-38.  The same concern exists when 
marine vessels idle at length in long queues.  Yet that is exactly what the Project is likely to 
cause.  See DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (projecting that the total percentage of boats waiting in queues 
will triple at the St. Lucie bridge and nearly double at the Loxahatchee bridge).  In these 
circumstances, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses the impact of the 
Project on local air quality. 
 
Second, the FRA has also improperly ignored the risk of more boat collisions – and the harms 
they bring, including not only more oil spills but also injuries and fatalities.  Just as increased 
motor vehicle congestion can be reasonably expected to lead to more motor vehicle collisions, so 
too can increased marine vessel congestion be expected to lead to increased marine vessel 
collisions.  Yet this topic receives no meaningful discussion in the DEIS.  There is, for example, 
no projection of the number of boating accidents likely to occur and no projection of the amount 
of oil that may be spilled in Florida’s rivers as a result of those accidents.  This is true even 
though the Navigation Discipline Report itself discloses facts that telegraph the ways in which 
the Project will increase the risk of marine vessel collisions.  It notes, for example, that boats 
already try passing under the various draw bridges when those bridges are in the process of 
opening and closing.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  Since the bridges will be 
opening and closing far more often if the Project goes forward, there will likely be many more 
opportunities for boats to crash into the bridges as they open and close.  In all events, the FRA 
must prepare a supplemental DEIS that takes a hard look at that issue.  The FRA needs to project 
what accidents are likely to occur, when they are likely to occur and what impacts they are likely 
to have, and it should compare those projections to what is likely to happen under reasonable 
alternatives.   
 
4. The FRA Has Prematurely Rejected the Idea of 
 Requiring AAF to Install Elevated Replacement Bridges 
 
Perhaps the most troubling feature of the DEIS’s navigation discussion is that despite all the 
manifest problems with the existing St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges – to say 
nothing of the ways the Project will make those problems worse – the FRA appears to have 
already improperly concluded that it is not “feasible” to replace those bridges with elevated 
structures.  See DEIS at 5-27 (rejecting the idea of replacing all the bridges).  The FRA has failed 
to offer persuasive reasons why new elevated bridges should not be considered for the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River rail crossings, beyond the cost to AAF and failure to meet AAF’s 
claimed schedule of construction.   
 
B. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE-RELATED RISKS 
 
As noted above, although the DEIS recognizes the threats that climate-change poses to Florida’s 
eastern coast, it makes no attempt to integrate those threats into the FRA’s evaluation of how the 
Project will impact safety and navigation.  The proposed coastal route would be far more 
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vulnerable to rising sea levels and storm surges than the alternative CSX route.  However, the 
DEIS fails to assess the alternatives’ susceptibility or lack thereof to the effects of climate 
change. The failure to undertake a more meaningful analysis of the Project’s climate-related 
vulnerabilities is not consistent with President Obama’s November 2013 Executive Order calling 
on all federal agencies to examine ways of promoting climate resiliency.22  
 
Other federal and state agencies have not hesitated to require project proponents to provide 
detailed information about climate-related risks and/or measures for mitigating those risks.  For 
example, on November 24, 2014, the Federal Regulatory Energy Commission directed an 
applicant seeking approval to construct a liquefied natural gas facility in a coastal area to:  (i) 
“[d]escribe potential storm surge impacts on the Project area,” (ii) “explain how the facility will 
be designed and protect for a 500 year return hurricane storm considering wind and wave effects, 
regional subsidence and sea level rise,” and (ii) discuss “how design components would avoid or 
minimize flooding, wind, and other storm impacts.”23  The FRA’s DEIS for the AAF Project 
contains no comparable information about storm risks or ways the Project will be designed to 
minimize storm-related flooding and damage.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS 
that addresses this information. 


C. THE DEIS OMITS CRITICAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT 
 
In 2003, the Florida High Speed Rail Authority briefly examined the environmental impacts of 
four potential high speed rail routes between Orlando and Miami and concluded that of those 
four potential routes the route that AAF’s high speed passenger train will traverse was the worst 
in terms of environmental impacts.24  But this critically important fact finds no mention in the 
FRA’s DEIS for the Project.  The omission is important, but also emblematic of more serious 
problems.  Most notably, the DEIS omits information that the public – and the Agency – requires 
to evaluate whether AAF’s assertions about the Project’s commercial viability are realistic.  But 
what little the DEIS does reveal about the Project’s underlying economic and operating 
assumptions suggests that those assumptions are unrealistic and inconsistent on their face, if the 
DEIS had disclosed them. 
 
1. The DEIS Fails to Disclose, Let Alone Evaluate,  
 Essential Information About AAF’s Economic Model  
 
A central premise of the DEIS is that the Project will provide commercially-viable privately-run 
high speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami.  See, e.g., DEIS at 3-10 
(concluding that AAF’s preferred route “would provide a trip time consistent with the ridership 
target needed to sustain a viable private enterprise.”)  That premise underlies several conclusions 
in the DEIS, including:  (1) the FRA’s decision to exclude the alternative CSX route from 
serious consideration, see DEIS at 3-7 & 3-10; (2) the FRA’s conclusion that the bulk of AAF’s 
                                                 
22 See Exec. Office of the President, Executive Order – Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate 
Change (Nov. 1, 2013), available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-
preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change.   
23 See FERC Letter to Louisiana LNG Energy, LLC in Docket Number PF14-17, Paragraphs 67k, 67h & 70 (Nov. 
24, 2014), available at http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp).    
24 See Florida High Speed Rail Authority, Orlando-Miami Planning Study Executive Summary at 7 (Mar. 2003), 
http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/uploaddocuments/p25/Exec%20Summary%20FINAL1.pdf  



http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change

http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change

http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp
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intercity passengers will be diverted from cars, see DEIS at S-9; and (3) the conclusions that 
flow from point (2), such as that the diversion of car drivers will result in improved air quality 
and reduced vehicular accidents, see DEIS at 5-33 & 5-134.  The DEIS forecasts that the Project 
will remove 336,000 cars from the road (69% of AAF’s forecasted ridership) by 2016 and 1.35 
million cars from the road by 2030.  DEIS at 3-47.   How can the agency predict the specific 
number of cars that will be taken off the road without providing the single most important factor 
in ridership, the suggested ticket price?  No average Orange or Palm Beach County family will 
choose taking an AAF train instead of driving to Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic 
sense. 


 
Nowhere does the DEIS disclose sufficient information about AAF’s ticket prices and economic 
model to determine whether the document’s central premise is correct.  Simply put, although the 
DEIS asserts that “[t]he economic viability of the Project is dependent on ridership,” DEIS at 3-
5, it omits the very information that is essential to evaluating whether the Project will in fact 
attract a sufficient supply of riders.  More specifically, the DEIS is completely devoid of any 
discussion of two critical topics:  (1) ticket prices, and (2) the whipsaw in which AAF has placed 
itself with respect to ticket prices, as low ticket prices to entice riders creates serious problems 
for repaying the FRA’s RRIF loan.  Similarly, if ticket prices are relatively higher and realistic in 
terms of the amounts needed for repayment of the loan, then train ridership will not achieve 
claimed numbers and car abandonment will not occur. 
 
First, the DEIS nowhere discloses any information, even in the form of a range of prices that 
AAF may charge for tickets, although that information is surely relevant to a judgment that the 
Project will attract riders and the public has the expertise to evaluate it instantly.  The omission is 
especially troubling given that the widely divergent publicly-available information about AAF’s 
plans.  As of December 2, 2014, AAF’s website for the Project said “pricing has yet to be 
determined.”25  But AAF clearly disclosed this information and its ridership study to its potential 
investors.  What is unclear is (a) whether the Agency examined this information at all, (b) why it 
did not provide any of this information to the Project’s potential riders, and (c) why it failed to 
engage in any discussion of what various ticket prices imply for the potential success of the 
Project.  It is highly troubling that the FRA accepted AAF’s ridership assertions based solely on 
the “summary” of the ridership study found at Appendix 3.3-F of the DEIS, without examining, 
let alone sharing with the public, the actual ridership study. 
 
Second, the DEIS fails to examine the extent to which AAF has put itself in a whipsaw with 
respect to ticket prices and repayment of the FRA’s proposed loan.  More specifically, the DEIS 
fails to consider whether AAF’s prices will be high enough for AAF to repay its debt while 
staying low enough to attract sufficient riders to fill its trains.  That oversight is highly troubling 
given that so many of the DEIS’s conclusions hinge on the self-proclaimed assumption that the 
Project will be commercially viable. 
 
These points are well-made in a November 17 Palm Beach Post column by Frank Cerabino, “All 
Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams.” Among his many points, Mr. Cerabino 
states the following:   
                                                 
25 All Aboard Florida, All Aboard Florida: Train FAQS, available at 
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html (last accessed Nov. 21, 2014). 
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“What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-trip 
ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach?  Maybe some things will.  But to 
make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million tourists lining up for 
the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year.  And if you 
divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you 
get 166 tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm 
Beach.  All year long.  For every train . . . And these estimates are the 
conservative ones.  If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest projection of 5.1 
million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each of 
the 400-seat trains all year long.” 26 


 
2. The DEIS Presumes Travel Times That Are Unrealistic 


 
The DEIS recognizes that travel time is one of the most important factors in choosing a form of 
transportation and contends that one of the attractive features of the Project is that “[t]rip times 
would meet the 3‐hour target” needed for private intercity passenger service to be commercially 
viable.  DEIS at 3-11.  But the DEIS is unduly rosy about the speed of the anticipated AAF 
passenger trains.  As a threshold matter, the conclusion that the trip will take only 3 hours 
assumes that each train will stop for no more than one minute at each station.  DEIS at 3-45.  Yet 
that assumption seems highly implausible on its face.  No passenger train travelling at anywhere 
near full capacity will be able to arrive at a stop, allow many of its passengers to exit the train 
with their luggage, and have all the boarding passengers enter the train in just one minute.   
 
The DEIS also in explicably ignores total travel time – which necessarily includes not just the 
length of the train ride but also the time required to get to the station and from the station to the 
final destination.  We believe this total failure to make any estimate of this additional time 
renders the DEIS impermissibly incomplete.  How can FRA or AAF argue that a theoretical 
passenger arriving at the Orlando train station has completed their journey with no additional 
time estimate to reach destinations such as the Disney or Universal properties, or downtown 
Orlando?  The time estimate to arrive at an AAF station and to reach the time destination is 
critical.  Equally important, the DEIS makes no mention of the possibility that safety measures 
will be implemented that significantly delay the passenger trains.  For example, the DEIS does 
not explore the possibility of imposing speed limits at the nearly 350 at-grade crossings included 
in the Project corridor, although such a possibility should surely be considered.   
 
3. AAF’s Profits Should Not be FRA’s Primary Concern 


 
Another troubling feature of the DEIS is that it frequently emphasizes AAF’s potential profits 
over all other concerns.  The Agency’s hasty dismissal of three possible alternative routes – the 
CSX Route Alternative, the Florida Turnpike Route Alternative and the I-95 Route Alternative – 
displays this quality.  The DEIS recognizes, for example, that some of those routes would also 
achieve the 3-hour target travel time, but nevertheless dismisses them as reasonable alternatives 


                                                 
26 See Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm Beach Post (Nov. 17, 
2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-
estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch).       



http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch

http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch
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because, among other reasons, it would allegedly be too costly and time consuming for AAF to 
develop them.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  Likewise, with respect to bridge safety, although the 
Coast Guard requested that AAF evaluate alternatives that would raise certain bridges, the FRA 
has in more or less final language dismissed elevating bridges as too costly and too time 
consuming – for AAF.  In particular, the Agency has “determined that the significant delays, 
costs, and risks associated with the use of elevated structures make raising any of the corridor 
bridges not feasible.”  DEIS at 5-27 (emphasis added).  The residents of communities along the 
track and those who operate vessels on the impacted waterways deserve more of an explanation 
from a federal agency charged with such a major project.  The DEIS explanation should be 
changed to read:  “AAF’s desire for financial gain, made possible through $1.6 billion in federal 
funds, outweighs public safety concerns and concerns about navigations of the waterways.” 
 
4. A Supplemental DEIS is Required to Address the Information Gaps 
 
Having failed to address the ticket price, economic model and travel time issues highlighted 
above, the Agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS that carefully examines those topics.  
The FRA should consider the range of ticket prices that AAF may charge, evaluate the impacts 
of those prices on AAF’s ability to fulfill the objectives of the Project and should also carefully 
examine whether AAF’s other assumptions (such as station dwell times) are realistic.  In doing 
so, the Agency should keep the following considerations in mind:   
 


• AAF must have high enough ticket prices to bring in enough revenue to 
pay back its substantial expectations of either RRIF funding or PAB bonds 
and funds to repay its junk bond level interest rate debt to private 
investors, but it also must have low enough ticket prices to attract 
sufficient riders to fill its trains and abandon their cars.  The Agency 
should examine whether AAF can in fact thread that needle as the data 
relied upon in the DEIS is totally opaque to the public. 
 


• The Agency should not overlook the cost of getting to – and the time that 
it takes to get to – each AAF station, whether by foot, car, public 
transportation, taxi or other means.  No average Orange or Palm Beach 
County family will choose to take an AAF train instead of driving to 
Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic sense.  And those families 
cannot be expected to base their ridership decisions on ticket prices and 
on-the-train travel times alone.  They will also be looking at total door-to-
door costs and time, and so should the FRA. 
 


• An agency cannot rubberstamp information provided by an applicant 
without critical review.  See, e.g., Sierra Club v. Van Antwerp, 709 F. 
Supp. 2d 1254, 1267 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 
2010) (chastising the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for “uncritically” 
accepting certain assertions made by permit applicants).  Instead, federal 
agencies are required to ensure that the data they rely on is accurate and 
reliable.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.24 (federal agencies must ensure the 
“professional integrity” of their analyses). 
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D.   THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT’S SAFETY IMPACTS 
 
1. The DEIS Does Not Accurately Identify the Project’s Impacts 
 
The overarching flaw in the DEIS’s discussion of the Project’s safety impacts is that the DEIS 
fails to adequately – or accurately – describe those impacts.  And that means that the DEIS also 
fails to provide an appropriate discussion of appropriate safety risk mitigation measures.  Both 
flaws warrant the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.  More specifically, the discussion of 
safety impacts in the DEIS is inadequate for at least seven reasons: 
 
First, the DEIS does not compare the nature and frequency of rail-related accidents under the 
Project with those under the no-action alternative.  Yet that is exactly the sort of analysis that the 
DEIS is supposed to provide.  NEPA requires federal agencies to engage in “reasonable 
forecasting” of potential impacts.  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 F.3d 1304, 
1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014).  Here, the agency has provided no forecast at all of rail-related accidents, 
let alone a reasonable one.  Instead, the DEIS states that “greater frequency of trains may 
increase opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or people.”  DEIS at S-17 & 5-132 
(emphasis added).  But a single vague sentence, repeated twice, about unspecified 
“opportunities” for “conflict” does nothing to inform the public about the nature or extent of the 
safety risks actually posed by the Project.  Nor does it describe those risks in a manner that 
would satisfy the agency’s obligation to take a “hard look” at them.  In reality, the Project does 
not threaten “opportunities for conflict,” it threatens collisions—with both vehicles and people— 
and that is the topic that the agency needs to address.  The agency should prepare a reasonable 
forecast of what collisions are likely to occur, how frequently they are likely to occur and where 
they are likely to occur. 
 
Second, the DEIS also fails to identify, or take a “hard look” at, a second major safety risk posed 
by the Project – delays to emergency vehicles.  The Project will plainly result in additional traffic 
delays – and dramatically longer traffic queues – at key intersections all along the North-South 
Corridor.  See, e.g., DEIS Appendix 3.3 C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis for 
the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Cocoa to West Palm Beach, Florida, Pages 
3-16 to 3-26 (describing anticipated traffic queues and wait times).27  Yet the DEIS provides no 
discussion at all of how those delays may impact the ability of ambulances to reach hospitals or 
fire trucks to reach emergency sites.  Simply put, the DEIS does not forecast those impacts.  
Instead, the closest the DEIS comes to an analysis of this issue is to recognize that emergency 
vehicles may be adversely impacted during the Project’s construction, not during its operation. 
See DEIS at 5-132.  That truncated approach is not adequate, especially given the evidence that 
traffic delays will not merely continue during the Project’s operation, they will actually get 
worse over time.  See DEIS Appendix 3.3. C at 3-17 (comparing 2016 conditions and 2036 


                                                 
27  This appendix is itself flawed in various ways, as discussed at length of the comments submitted by The 
Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida, (the “Indian River County Comments”), which 
CARE FL respectfully incorporates by reference here.  See Indian River Comments at 18-19 (identifying at least 
seven shortcomings in the Appendix’s methodology and analysis).   Nevertheless, even accepting the Appendix’s 
traffic congestion numbers at face value, the Appendix establishes that the Project will permanently and severely 
disrupt traffic flows at several important intersections. 
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conditions).  Moreover, even with respect to the adverse impacts during construction, the DEIS’s 
discussion is profoundly flawed.  The DEIS asserts on page 5-132 that “[a]s discussed in Section 
5.1.2, AAF will work with local communities to minimize disruption to traffic and to maintain 
emergency access.”  But Section 5.1.2 contains no such discussion.  Simply put, the DEIS lacks 
any meaningful discussion of what will happen to emergency vehicles.   
 
Third, it is no answer to these concerns to say that the agency either does not possess or cannot 
produce reasonable forecasts of train collisions and emergency vehicle delays.  The agency is 
required to obtain information that is “essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives,” unless 
the cost of doing so is “exorbitant” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22.  Here, it cannot be disputed that an 
accurate description of, and a reasonable forecast of, adverse safety impacts is “essential to a 
reasoned choice among alternatives.”  Indeed, the DEIS touts the Project’s alleged “overall 
beneficial effect” on public safety as a reason for undertaking the Project.  See DEIS at S-17.  In 
these circumstances, the agency must prepare a supplemental DEIS that forecasts the adverse 
safety impacts of the Project and provides a meaningful basis on which to compare the Project’s 
impacts to those of the no-action alternative and other potential alternatives.   
 
Fourth, having failed to identify the actual specific safety impacts that may result from the 
Project, the DEIS’s conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” on safety, 
DEIS at S-17 and 5-132, is premature.  Simply put, the DEIS puts the cart before the horse.  The 
DEIS lists a vague set of “improvements” “serving to minimize potential conflicts and their 
consequences,” DEIS at 5-132, but because the DEIS omits a clear description of the 
“consequences” in the first place, there is no way for the public – or FRA decision-makers – to 
assess whether the “improvements” are pertinent, let alone whether they will be effective.  The 
FRA needs to identify the safety risks posed by the Project before it concludes that any 
“improvements” associated with the Project will outweigh those risks.   
 
Fifth, the “improvements” identified in the DEIS are also too vague to support the FRA’s 
conclusion that the Project will be beneficial, or to support an alternative conclusion that those 
improvements will be adequate to mitigate the adverse safety impacts of the Project.  Most 
notably, the DEIS indicates that the FRA “will be publishing recommendations” for the Project’s 
349 at-grade crossings, at some unspecified point in the future.  DEIS at 5-134.  But there is not 
one word about whether those recommendations will actually be implemented by AAF, despite 
clear CEQ guidance requiring a discussion of that topic.  See Forty Most Asked Questions 
Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (March 
23, 1981), Question 19b (“to ensure that environmental effects of a proposed action are fairly 
assessed, the probability of the mitigation measures being implemented must also be discussed.”)  
Indeed, the DEIS fails to mention evidence that AAF may actively resist the agency’s safety 
recommendations.  In March 2014, FRA Engineer Frank Fray reported that despite his support of 
the use of a sealed corridor, AAF officials “have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH 
segment will NOT incorporate the “Sealed Corridor” concept.”  See Appendix A, F. Frey, On-
Site Engineering Field Report – Part 1, March 20, 2014 (the “March 2014 Field Report”) at 2.  
That evidence of resistance to reasonable safety measures finds no mention in the DEIS, despite 
applicable CEQ guidance requiring the FRA to “acknowledge such opposition.”  Forty Most 
Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, Question 
19b.  In sum, the vague promise that safety “recommendations” will be made in the future 
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provides no assurance that those recommendations will be pertinent to the actual risks posed by 
the Project, let alone that they will be implemented, even if they are pertinent.  In these 
circumstances, the agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS after it has published its safety 
recommendations for the Project.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a) (requiring a supplemental DEIS 
where the initial discussion is so truncated as to preclude “meaningful analysis”). 
 
Sixth, the DEIS’s premature conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” 
on public safety suffers from a separate, additional flaw – it is premised, at least in part, on the 
assertion that the Project will result in “decreased congestion and the potential for fewer 
vehicular crashes.”  DEIS at S-18.  That assertion, to the extent it concerns congestion within the 
Project’s rail corridor, cannot be squared with other parts of the DEIS that conclude the Project 
will increase congestion.  See, e.g., DEIS at S-9 (explaining that the Project “would result in 
some degradation in Levels of Service” along the North-South Corridor).  Alternatively, to the 
extent the assertion about “decreased congestion” concerns congestion along the highways 
between Orlando and Miami, the assertion is premised on an assumption that has inadequate 
factual support; namely, the assumption that the Project will divert a meaningful number of 
riders away from the highway.  As discussed in Section [III.C.1] above, the DEIS presumes that 
riders will be diverted, but does not provide sufficient factual information to assess the viability 
of that assumption.   
 
Seventh, no mention is made in the DEIS of increased risks from additional freight train traffic 
that may be induced by the Project or that it is otherwise reasonably foreseeable as a result of 
other economic developments. 
 
2.   The Project Will Increase the Risk of Potentially Catastrophic Collisions  


That Will Cause Fatalities 
 
Several facts illustrate that the Project will almost surely increase the risk of train collisions – 
collisions with cars, collisions with people and collisions with other trains.  Those facts include, 
at a minimum, the following: 
  


• The Project will retain 349 at-grade crossings, even though there is no 
genuine doubt that at-grade crossings are dangerous and present the 
“opportunity” for crashes.   
 


• The Project will not merely retain the at-grade crossings, but will more 
than triple (from 14 to 52) the number of trains passing through those 
crossings each day, while also potentially nearly quadrupling (from 28.5 
miles per hour to as much as 100 miles per hour) the speed of those trains.   
 


• Pedestrian trespassing along certain parts of the Project’s corridor is 
“epidemic.”  Frey March 2014 Field Report at 3.  Yet AAF appears not to 
have committed to install measures designed to curtail such trespassing.  
 


• Even assuming that the use of double-tracks and positive train control 
technology will help reduce the risk of collisions between passenger trains 
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and freight trains, there are still times when freight and passenger trains 
will be sharing the same track – such as when going over one-track 
bridges.   


 
Regrettably, the DEIS contains almost no discussion of these facts, let alone an attempt to 
explain why these facts should not lead to outright rejection of the Project.  Running passenger 
trains at speeds in excess of 79 miles per hour in the same right of way as freight trains is 
reckless.  In Oregon, Union Pacific Railroad, the owner of a track sought to run high speed 
trains, has sounded the alarm about high speed passenger trains and freight trains sharing the 
same right of way.28  The company stated that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour 
on its tracks; anything faster would be far too dangerous.  Simply put, the facts strongly suggest 
that there will be more frequent and more severe rail-related accidents under the Project than 
under the no-action alternative and the DEIS nowhere provides evidence to the contrary.   
 
Moreover, all of the safety risks identified above are compounded by changing climate 
conditions.  Yet the DEIS fails to grapple with that reality.  The DEIS acknowledges that 
changing climate conditions will adversely affect the Project’s critical infrastructure:   “Bridge 
structures will have increased vulnerability over time; potential infrastructure damage may result 
from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms.”  DEIS at 5-75.  But the FRA has not integrated that 
fact into its examination of the safety risks posed by the Project, or into its discussion of 
appropriate mitigation measures.  For example, the DEIS does not examine the potential for 
“infrastructure damage” to result in more frequent, or more catastrophic, rail-related accidents.   
 
To fulfil its obligations under NEPA, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
carefully examines the safety risks highlighted above.  It should take a “hard look” at the risk of 
increased train collisions—collisions with vehicles, collisions with people and collisions with 
other trains—by providing a reasonable forecast of where those collisions are likely to occur, 
how frequently they are likely to occur and how much damage they are likely to cause.  It should 
also incorporate the risks created by changing climate conditions into that discussion.  And once 
it has identified the safety risks, it should include a discussion of potential mitigation measures.  
Only at that point will the public – and FRA decision-makers – be in a position to fully 
understand the potential safety impacts of the Project. 
 
3.   The Project Will Consistently Result in Increased Delays for Emergency Vehicles,  
 Potentially Resulting in Increased Fatalities  
 
No question exists that the Project, with 349 at-grade crossings, will cause delays for emergency 
vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks.  The FRA itself has previously acknowledged as 
much – although not in the DEIS.  Previously, in an environmental impact statement for a 
different proposed high speed rail line, the FRA warned:   
 


                                                 
28  See Ben Jacklet, Comments on high-speed rail in Oregon roll in, Portland Business Journal (Jan. 29, 2013), 
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print.    



http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print
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At-grade railroad crossings hinder emergency response times when 
trains block the crossings.29 


 
Remarkably, the DEIS for AAF’s high speed rail proposal contains no such warning – even 
though AAF’s Project features 349 more grade crossings than the Fresno-to-Bakersfield project, 
which featured zero grade crossings.  The FRA’s omission of such a critical warning cries out for 
the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.   
 
Significantly, even extremely short ambulance delays can cost lives.  As Dr. Michael Collins, the 
Medical Director for the Jupiter Medical Center’s emergency department has publicly stated in 
relation to the Project:  
 


Sometimes eight seconds, fifteen seconds, thirty seconds is all we have to save a 
life in the emergency department. I’m very concerned about multiple trains going 
through our community, starting traffic jams that keep ambulances from getting to 
us. We get twenty percent of our patients via ambulance. We get almost all of 
Tequesta’s ambulance patients, and the thought of them waiting behind multiple 
crossings during the day is worrisome to me. Well, you can say that ambulances 
can get through traffic jams because they have horns and sirens, but I’m also 
concerned about physicians that are trying to get to our hospital, obstetricians, 
surgeons, cardiologists, neurologists. Seconds do count in the world of critical 
care, and I feel that All Aboard Florida needs to address these issues to the public. 
They need to explain what their plan is to prevent communities from being cut off 
from their hospitals.  In critical care times, seconds count.30 


E. THE DEIS FAILS TO ANALYZE PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVES THAT 
WOULD NOT DETRIMENTALLY IMPACT NAVIGATION, SAFETY, AND 
THE ENVIRONMENT  


 
The alternatives analysis “is the heart of the environmental impact statement.” 40 C.F.R. 
1502.14.  An EIS is supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in 
detail including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits.” 
1502.14(b) (emphasis added). Yet the DEIS defined the purpose of the Project so narrowly that it 
failed to adequately compare reasonable alternatives, specifically the alternative inland CSX 
route.  The Agency dismissed the three alternative routes, including the CSX route, because it 
would be too expensive and time consuming for the company.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  As 
discussed in Section III.A, the proposed Project would have an unacceptable detrimental impact 
on maritime navigation.  The CSX alternative, by nature of its inland route, would not encounter 
and create these dangerous navigation conditions.  The CSX alternative would not run through 
such densely populated communities, and therefore, it would not raise such striking safety 
concerns to communities.  


                                                 
29 California High-Speed Train Project Final EIR/EIS, Final Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation and Draft General Conformity Statement Fresno to Bakersfield Section, at 
3.11-15, available at http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html  
30 A video of Dr. Collins’ comments can be found here:  http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-
medical-center/. 



http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html

http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/
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Additionally, the proposed Project represents a significant encroachment on floodplains, yet the 
FRA fails to explore alternatives that are not located in floodplains.  This failure is detailed in 
Section 5 of Indian River Count’s Comments.  See Indian River’s Comments at 13-14.  The 
Agency fails to illustrate why the Project must be located in floodplains, and it also fails to 
demonstrate why non-flood plain construction alternatives are not practicable.  Cf. Sierra Club v. 
Van Antwerp¸709 F. Supp. 2d 1254 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 2010) 
(holding that the Army Corps of Engineers acted arbitrarily and capriciously in determining that 
a proposed mining project was water dependent and that there were no practicable alternatives to 
mining in the wetlands).   


Finally, the DEIS fails to evaluate each route’s vulnerability to the effects of climate change.  
The proposed Project would run through areas that are most susceptible to rising sea levels and 
storm surges.  Although the proposed route will encounter these effects and would result in 
significant repair and mitigation costs—most likely to the taxpayer—the DEIS does not address 
this reasonably foreseeable impact in its alternatives analysis. As with navigation and safety 
concerns, the alternative CSX route runs inland and would not be anywhere near as vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change as the proposed route.   


Thus, in order to fulfill “the heart of the environmental impact statement,” the Agency must issue 
a supplemental DEIS that includes a meaningful alternatives analysis addressing these important 
concerns. 


F. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ASSESS CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
 
The proposed Project would be a massive undertaking that would require construction over 
multiple years; this would result in significant impacts on surrounding areas, including increased 
traffic congestion and air pollution from diesel construction equipment.  Yet the DEIS merely 
glosses over these impacts with no substantive analyses.  See DEIS at 5-5, 5-14, and 7-4. Indian 
River County does an excellent job describing this concern in its Comments.  See Indian River’s 
comments at 15-16.  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be addressed by the 
Agency. 


G. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZE THE PROJECT’S 
INCREASED NOISE AND VIBRATION AND THE IMPACTS ON LOCAL 
COMMUNITIES 


 
The DEIS greatly underestimates increases in noise levels and vibration caused by the Project.  
See Indian River’s Comments at 17-21.  The Agency fails to follow its own Noise Manual and 
uses faulty methodology to conclude that “the Project would have no permanent noise impacts.”  
Id. at 21 (quoting DEIS at 5-49).  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be 
addressed by the Agency. 


H. THE DEIS IMPROPERLY EXCLUDED LOCAL AUTHORITIES FROM 
 NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT CONSULTATION 
 
Despite NHPA regulations requiring the Agency to invite local governments to participate in a 
consultation to identify historic and archaeological resources that could be affected by the 
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Project, the FRA selectively chose “certified” localities that were more likely to support the 
Project.  See Indian River’s Comments at 21-24.  As Indian River County explains, the flawed 
consultation and the DEIS failed to identify multiple archaeological and historic resources.  We 
believe this concern is legitimate and needs to be addressed by the Agency.  


I. THE DEIS FAILS TO CONSIDER THE PROJECT’S IMPACTS ON 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS 


 
The DEIS fails to identify five Community Redevelopment Areas (“CRAs”) in Martin County 
that the Project would bisect.  As Martin County explains in its Comments, the Project would 
have a disproportionate detrimental impact on low-income areas in the County.  The DEIS does 
not address populations that travel primarily by walking and bicycling.  Nor does it address the 
detrimental impact it would have on small businesses in these CRAs.  See Martin County’s 
Comments at 25-31, ex. N.  These are serious concerns that need to be addressed by the Agency. 


J. THE DEIS BASES ITS ENDANGERED SPECIES ANALYSIS ON INCOMPLETE 
OR INADEQUATE WILDLIFE DATA 


 
Martin County raises important concerns related to the DEIS’s flawed endangered species 
analysis.  See Martin County’s Comments at 21-24.  The DEIS fails to (1) identify preserved rare 
and unique upland areas (scrub), (2) provide potential impacts on state and federal listed animal 
and plant species, and (3) provide mitigation measures for these listed animal and plant species. 
We urge the Agency to examine these significant concerns. 
 
IV. IF THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD, THE FRA MUST ENSURE THAT 


APPROPRIATE AND MEANINGFUL MITIGATION MEASURES ARE TAKEN 
 
CARE FL is opposed to the Project as currently conceived and urges the FRA to reject the 
Project.  At a minimum, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that adequately addresses 
all of the concerns identified above, as well as those raised by other parties submitting comments 
on the DEIS.  But if the FRA moves forward with preparation of a Final EIS, it must ensure that 
appropriate mitigation measures are implemented, and it must develop an appropriate plan for 
monitoring the effectiveness of those measures.   
 
It is impossible for CARE FL to identify – and comment on – all appropriate mitigation 
measures until the FRA (i) provides a comprehensive and accurate account of the Project’s actual 
safety impacts, and (ii) publishes its safety recommendations for the Project.  Nevertheless, even 
in the absence of such information, it is clear that the Agency should implement the following 
three mitigation measures:   
 
First, the Project should not go forward unless the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River 
bridges are replaced in their entirety with modern, safe bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation and do no create adverse noise, vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding 
communities.   
 
Second, the Project should not go forward without implementation of a full suite of rail-related 
safety measures – not merely the vague plans discussed in the DEIS (such as the preparation of a 
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comprehensive safety plan), but also such the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade 
crossings and the installation of pedestrian gates at where sidewalks are present on either side of 
the rail line, at the expense of the project, not the adjoining counties, cities and towns.   
 
Third, the FRA should develop a comprehensive mitigation monitoring plan, to ensure that any 
mitigation measures discussed in the final EIS and committed to by the Agency and AAF are in 
fact implemented.   
 
Indian River and Martin Counties have also identified other specific mitigation measures that 
should be taken.  Finally, the FRA should also compare – in a supplemental DEIS – the pros and 
cons of imposing speed limits at each grade crossing.  It should include in its discussion an 
examination of whether such limits would reduce the risk of potential accidents, and if so, would 
those benefits be offset by increased traffic delays. 
 
V. CONCLUSION 
 
The Project is poorly conceived and threatens unacceptable adverse impacts to the safety and 
welfare of Florida's citizens.  For those reasons, the FRA should reject the Project.  At a bare 
minimum, the FRA should refrain from proceeding with the Project until it prepares a 
supplemental DEIS adequately addressing the concerns raised in these comments and in the 
comments submitted by other concerned citizens and entities. 
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VI. APPENDIX 
 


A. Frank A. Frey, U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Railroad 
Administration, On-Site Field Engineering Field Report – Part 1 – All Aboard 
Florida (Mar. 20, 2014) 


 
B. Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm 


Beach Post (Nov. 17, 2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-
regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-
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U.S. Department of Transportation 


Federal Railroad Administration 


Office of Safety RRS-23 


Highway Rail Crossing and Trespasser Program Division 


ON-SITE ENGINEERING FIELD REPORT — Part 1 


All Aboard Florida 


Background: 


FRA Headquarters, in conjunction with the Region 3 office, assisted in the diagnostic safety 


review of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway grade crossings between Miami-Dade to St. Lucie 


counties. This is due to High Speed Passenger Rail service being planned between Miami and 


Orlando, known as "All Aboard Florida". Beginning February 4, 2014 and ending on March 7, 2014, 


a total of 263 public and private grade crossings were assessed. Participants included officials from 


Florida Depai 	tment of Transportation (FDOT), FEC, All Aboard Florida (AAF); including local city 


and county officials at some locations. 


For the purposes of this report, Part 1 represents the diagnostic review taken place from 


Miami-Dade to St. Lucie Counties. Part 2 designates the diagnostic review from Indian River County 


to Cocoa Beach, which is expected to occur in mid - to - late June 2014. There are approximately 90 


grade crossings in Part 2. The segment between Cocoa Beach and Orlando will be designed for 125 


MPH, however, AAF will not be traversing over any at-grade crossings along that rail corridor. 


Scope: 


Crossing locations between Miami to north of West Palm Beach are being designed for a 


maximum authorized speed of 79 MPH. The 110 MPH segment begins/ends at 30th Street in West 


Palm Beach (milepost 297.40), and continues through the Private Road Crossing in Indrio (milepost 


233.90). Within the 110 MPH segment, train speeds are lowered to conventional rail limits where 


civil constraints exist; such as curves or draw bridges, which are noted on the accompanying field 


design plans. 


Currently the design plans are at 30%. The next reiteration will be at 90%. Therefore, the 


decisions for the grade crossing signaling equipment and warning devices will be determined fairly 


soon. 


The existing crossing signaling equipment contain a mix of signal cases and relay houses, 


equipped with either Phase Motion Detectors (PMD-1) or HXP 3R2's highway crossing processors. 
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Each crossing location will eventually consist of relay houses equipped with GE Transportation's 


ElectroLoglXS XP4 for constant warning time as part of this project For 110 MPH, the crossing 


circuits beyond the 79 MPH standard will utilize a GE device linked through the PTC system for the 


advanced crossing starts. The technology will diagnose a health check to determine whether or not 


all roadway/pedestrian gates are in the down position. 


Results: 


Of the 263 grade crossings in Part 1, there are 57 crossing locations affected for Sealed 


Corridor treatments within the 110 MPH territory. Officials from All Aboard Florida passenger rail 


project (herein the "Project") have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH segment will NOT 


incorporate the "Sealed Corridor" concept as outlined in FRA's Highway-Rail Grade Crossing 


Guidelines for High-Speed Passenger Rail, Version 1.0 (November 2009). They stated that since 


these are "guidelines, not regulations" as quoted on page iii, in which they are not obligated to 


incorporate any of the described crossing treatments as illustrated in the document. The Project 


estimates that in doing so would incur an additional financial burden of about $47 mil. 


In my professional opinion, I respectfully disagree with the Project's approach in that they 


are not exercising appropriate safety practices and reasonable care when designing for High Speed 


Passenger Rail service. I explained to the entire diagnostic team how important it was to adopt the 


principles of the Sealed Corridor approach. However, it was clearly evident that the Project was not 


pursuing such concept 


As a result, the Project has directed their signaling engineering consultants to design 


crossings to ONLY accommodate for the additional track while complying with the MUTCD - but not 


to incorporate any of the Sealed Corridor treatments. Furthermore, since there is a completely 


different philosophical view towards safety between the Project and I, the accompanying marked-


up design plans and field notes are notably different  from the Project's design plans; particularly 


along the 110 MPH segment. The Project has been maintaining a running log noting my Sealed 


Corridor recommendations. 


Officials from FDOT's Rail Office are not taking a position, one way or the other, at this time. 
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Safety Recommendations: 


The following are recommendations made to the Project based upon my on-site field assessments 


during the diagnostic safety review: 


A. Pedestrian gates - there are certain locations along the corridor in which sidewalks are 


present on both sides of the railroad right-of-way, but do not follow through. Some of these 


sidewalks do not comply with today's ADA's standards, however pedestrian travel is 


evident due to the worn foot path on the surface, and general witnessing of usage. Typically 


the roadway gate covers the entrance side of the adjacent sidewalk, but there are no 


pedestrian gates on the opposite quadrants. The Project stated if there is no agreement 


with the city or county for the service and maintenance of a pedestrian gate assembly, they 


will not install them. 


Trespassing is an epidemic along this corridor. Rather than encourage it, it is recommended 


per my field notes at those particular locations to equip sidewalk approaches with a visual 


and gated barrier. This is to provide safe passage of pedestrians through a very active rail 


line and prevents those from walking into an open railway corridor; or directing them onto 


the street - irrespective if there is an agreement or not. 


B. Vehicle Presence Detection - for those public and private crossings between 80-110 MPH 


in Part 1 to be equipped with a Vehicle Presence Detection ("VPD") system. The entire FEC 


corridor is equipped with Cab Signaling control. Presence detection will serve as a long term 


obstacle system, where the presence of a vehicle within the crossing area for a fixed length 


of time would be reported as an alarm through the remote monitoring system, irrespective 


of the approach of a train. Subsequently, for those 3-Quadrant and 4-Quadrant gated grade 


crossings between 80 - 110 MPH (as identified further below), it is recommended that either 


through the activation of a loop detector and/or a vertical exit gate (indicating a roadway 


vehicle is occupying the crossing) that a vehicle is detected by the train as a "feedback loop" 


of information; resulting in a loss of cab-signals, thus placing the train in an automatic speed 


restriction. 


Motor vehicles stalled, or trapped on a crossing due to queuing, present a derailment 


hazard; and in multiple track territory or where freight equipment is standing on adjacent 


sidings or industry tracks, derailments can result in catastrophic secondary collisions. 


Therefore, presence detection providing feedback to the train control system to high speed 
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trains traveling along this FEC corridor be active in order to minimize the possibility of 


derailments as well. 


Recommending a VPD system is due to the following safety reasons: 


1. Field observations with vehicular traffic stopping on tracks 


2. Safety concerns expressed by city, county and FDOT officials 


3. Several crossings with reduced or no vehicle clearance at roadway T-intersections 


4. Vehicles yielding to oncoming traffic while on tracks at non-signalized T-


intersections 


5. Motorists / Commercial Vehicles queuing over tracks due to 4-way stop 


intersection, and vehicles entering adjacent driveways and parking lots 


6. The multiple track surfaces enables motorists to make U-turns or cut thru's easier 


7. Severely skewed crossings 


8. Acute-angled crossings with main gates perpendicular to the vehicular roadway 


C. Sealed Corridor Treatments - the following grade crossing locations arc the 


recommended Sealed Corridor Treatments required by the Project to install: 


Four-Quadrant Gates (also referred as exit gates) (41) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


30th  Street West Palm Beach 297.40 272 406 1 


Inlet Blvd. Rivera Beach 295.45 272 400 T 


Flagler Street Rivera Beach 295.15 272 399 B 


Silver Beach Road Lake Park 293.75 272 389 V 


Park Ave Lake Park 293.30 272 387 G 


Richard Road Palm Beach Gardens 292.20 272 385 T 


Lighthouse Drive Palm Beach Gardens 291.70 272 384 L 


RCA Blvd. Palm Beach Gardens 290.30 272 382 X 


Fred Small Road Jupiter 286.20 273 020 P 


Toney Penna Dr. * Jupiter 284.20 272 378 H 


Gleason Street Hobe Sound 274.50 272 367 V 


Bridge Road Hobe Sound 274.10 272 366 N 


Pettway Street Hobe Sound 272.70 272 365 G 


Crossrip Street Salerno 271.40 272 362 L 


Osprey Street Salerno 270.90 272 934 K 
Cove Road Salerno 267.14 272 359 D 


Broward Street Salerno 266.80 272 358 W 


Salerno Road Salerno 266.60 272 357 P 


Seaward Street ** Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 
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Monterey Road Stuart 263.30 272 353 M 


SR AlA Stuart 262.50 272 350 S 


Florida Street Stuart 262.30 272 349 X 


Palmetto Drive Rio 257.40 272 342 A 


Jenson Beach Blvd. Rio 256.80 272 340 L 


Pitchford Land* *  Rio 256.20 272 338 K 


Skyline Drive Rio 255.50 272 337 D 


County Line Road Rio 255.30 272 336 W 


Walton Road Walton 252.50 272 332 U 


Midway Road Walton 246.30 272 331 M 


Savannah Road Fort Pierce 243.80 272 330 F 


No. Bch. Causeway Indrio j 239.80 272 218 U 


Shimoner Ln. *** lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 


Tarmac Road*** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 


St. Lucie Lane Indrio 238.80 272 214 S 


Chamberlain Blvd. lndrio 238.40 272 213 K 


Milton Road lndrio 237.80 272 211 W 


Torpey Road lndrio 237.10 272 210 P 


Rouse Road Indrio 236.70 272 209 V 


Michigan Street Indrio 236.10 272 208 N 


Wilcox Road lndrio 235.60 272 207 G 


Harbor Branch Rd Indrio 235.10 272 206 A 


* - Last crossing location (northbound) for proposed Tri-Rail service 


** - Recommend to be CLOSED 


*** - Private Crossing 


100-foot Non-traversable Medians * (7) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 
is 


36 	Street West Palm Beach 297.10 272 405 C 


45 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.65 272 403 N 


49 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.30 272 240 G 


County Line Road Hobe Sound 280.90 272 372 S 


Park Road Hobe Sound 277.70 272 370 D 


SR AlA ** Salerno 268.65 272 360 X 


Avenue A Fort Pierce 241.30 272 238 F 


* Please note: if for any reason the Project and the respective municipality cannot agree on 


the median treatment, then those location(s) be equipped with exit gates. 


** Medians to he at least 150-feet each approach due to severe roadway skew. 
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Three -Quadrant Gates (due to a median present on the opposite side) (6) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


Blue Heron Blvd. Rivera Beach 294.90 272 390 P 


Burns Road Palm Beach Gardens 290.80 272 383 E 


Hood Road Palm Beach Gardens 288.50 272 380 J 


Donald Ross Road Palm Beach Gardens 287.20 272 379 P 


lndiantown Road Jupiter 283.60 272 377 B 


Orange Avenue Fort Pierce 241.50 272 239 M 


Private (6 locations within 110 MPH) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


Miracle Way * Rio 257.10 272 341 T 


Pitchford Lnd ** Rio 256.20 272 338 K 


Shimoner Ln lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 


Tarmac Road ** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 


Private Road * Indrio 234.50 272 205 T 


Private Road * lndrio 233.90 272 204 L 


*- Recommend locked gate with procedures seeking permission from R.R. dispatch to cross. 


**- Recommend the Project to equip with Four-Quadrant Gates (including VPD) 


Closed (17) 	Please note: Officials from the city or county are not taking a position, one 


way or the other, at this time. 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


179th  Street Aventura 353.60 272 602 R 


141st  Street * North Miami Beach 356.12 272 609 N 


Third Street Hallandale 350.30 272 591 F 


Monroe Street Hollywood 349.03 272 588 X 


Fillmore Street Hollywood 348.52 272 585 C 


Garfield Street Hollywood 348.07 272 582 G 


Dania Blvd * Dania Beach 345.94 272 574 P 


First Street * Dania Beach 345.81 272 573 H 


22 nd Street Fort Lauderdale 342.96 272 566 X 
D 


9i Street Fort Lauderdale 341.80 272 661 N 


6 th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.56 272 559 M 


5th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.45 272 558 F 


g od  Street Pompano Beach 333.31 272 534 5 


4th  Street Deerfield Beach 327.41 272 513 Y 


2"d  Street Deerfield Beach 326.81 272 511 K 


Hunter Street West Palm Beach 303.18 272 450 W 


Seaward Street Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 


*- or possible one-way 
"- only crossing to be closed along 110 MPH segment 
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Conclusion: 


Based upon my professional background and experience in regards to grade crossing safety, 


I strongly recommend officials from All Aboard Florida to adhere to the principles as outlined in the 


FRA's guidelines for Emerging High-Speed Rail (80-110 MPH). In doing so incorporates the 


optimum safety practices in the engineering and design of their crossing locations for the following 


reasons: 


I. The operating dynamics are significantly changing within the existing environment of 


the grade crossings, along with an already an active freight operation that will include: 


The addition of 16 round-trip trains (32 total) at 110 MPH 


The eventual inclusion of Tri-rail Commuter Rail service, which will add 74 trains. 


Changing from single track to multiple track configurations. 


II. Densely settled neighborhoods with congested roadways 


Ill. 	As many as 5 traffic lanes in the oncoming direction at T-intersections 


In summary, as the travelling public begins to assimilate to a substantial increase in railroad 


operations - by incorporating enhanced railroad signaling technology and increased active highway 


warning devices are paramount to ensuring safety awareness as both entities interact with one 


another. Therefore, equipping crossing locations with the recommended actions, as outlined above 


in this report, will dramatically reduce potential safety hazards and catastrophic events. 


Report Respectfully Submitted By: 


Frank A. Frey, Gen. Engineer-HSR 


Federal Railroad Administration I U.S. DOT 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
RRS-23 I W33-447 
Washington, DC 20590 
(202) 493-0130 
iPhone (202) 738-2195 


frank.frey@dot.gov  


March 20, 2014 
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Cerabino: All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams 
The Palm Beach Post 
By Frank Cerabino  
 
Now that the groundbreaking of the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach has begun 
we can all look forward to the near future when 3.4-5.1 million train passengers a year will be 
stopping or passing through the yet-to-be-built downtown station. 
 
At least that’s the projected figures from a ridership survey proffered by the rail company. 
 
Where exactly are all these future riders? Who knows? 
 
They weren’t at the groundbreaking on the new station. It was closed to the public. 
Maybe they were riding Tri-Rail that day. Last year, Tri-Rail, a government subsidized rail 
service between Miami and West Palm Beach, had 4.4 million riders. 
 
You think these rail commuters are going to jump to All Aboard Florida for a quicker trip with 
fewer stops and more comfort? 
 
Maybe some will. 
 
But considering that you can get from Miami to West Palm Beach on Tri-Rail for $6.90, and that 
the Miami-to-West Palm Beach ticket on All Aboard Florida has been projected to be as low as 
$23.77, I’m guessing all those job commuters and students I see on Tri-Rail aren’t waiting for the 
day that they can more-than-triple their commuting costs. 
 
Public transportation in South Florida is essentially what people do when they don’t have a 
better option. 
 
So maybe it’s the tourists who will bring this gleaming new All Aboard Florida station in West 
Palm Beach to life. 
 
Let’s look at the math. 
 
The ridership survey’s conservative estimate is that 1.94 million people a year will ride All 
Aboard Florida just between its Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach stations. And 
then another 1.53 million will be taking the train each year between the South Florida stations 
and Orlando, the line’s other stop. 
 
When you add all those short and long-haul trips, you get the 3.47 million that is the line’s 
conservative estimate of expected riders for the year. 
 
There are 16 trains going each way every day, and a capacity of 400 seats on each train. So you 
can break down these yearly estimates in numbers that are easier to envision. 
 







It breaks down to 9,509 riders a day. And if you divide them equally over the 16 trips going 
north and 16 trips going south each day, you end up with each train car filled with 297 riders — 
making each train three-quarters filled. 
 
Do you believe that? 
 
Do you think that the 9 p.m. southbound train pulling into West Palm Beach on a Monday in 
late August is going to have nearly 300 people aboard? 
 
I don’t either. 
 
Well, that’s just an average. So maybe the summer trains will be nearly empty. OK, if so, that 
would mean that 600 or 700 people would have to be riding those 400-seat trains during the 
tourist season. 
 
And according to the projections, most of those riders will be just going between Miami and 
West Palm Beach. 
 
For what, exactly? What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-
trip ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach? 
 
Maybe some things will. But to make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million 
tourists lining up for the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year. And if 
you divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you get 166 
tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. All year long. For 
every train. 
 
That’s putting a lot of pressure on the quilt shows at the Palm Beach County Convention 
Center. 
 
And these estimates are the conservative ones. If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest 
projection of 5. 1 million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each 
of the 400-seat trains all year long. 
 
So I look at this month’s groundbreaking for the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach 
as more of an act of faith than an act of construction. 
 
Like that heart-warming tale of the baseball diamond carved out in an Iowa cornfield, we’ve 
entered the realm of magical realism, a build-it-and-they-will-come era. 
 
We’re building a track of dreams, a dream that’s a lot easier to believe if you avoid looking at 
the numbers. 
 
 
See the original article here: The Palm Beach Post 
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From: Gloria Swanson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Changing the route
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 8:43:43 PM

I am not in favor of moving the route west of and parallel to I 95 and the turnpike.
A homeowner in Traditions.
Gloria Swanson
10476 SW Stratton Dr.
Port St. Lucie, FL. 34987

mailto:gcswanson@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Rebecca Grohall
To: rgrohall@city-ftpierce.com
Subject: City of Fort Pierce <Watchdog: Virus checked>
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:23:01 AM
Attachments: AAF COMMENTS 111414.pdf

Please find attached the City's review 

* * * * * LEGAL DISCLAIMER * * * * *
Mail is intended for work preparation purposes only. No legal definite promise.

Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address
 released in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.
 Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.

This document should only be read by those persons to whom it is addressed and is not intended
 to be relied upon by any person without subsequent written confirmation of its contents.
 Accordingly, The City of Fort Pierce disclaims all responsibility and accepts no liability (including
 in negligence) for the consequences for any person acting, or refraining from acting, on such
 information prior to the receipt by those persons of subsequent written confirmation.

If you have received this e-mail message in error, please notify us immediately by telephone.
 Please also destroy and delete the message from your computer. 

Any form of reproduction, dissemination, copying, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or
 publication of this e-mail message is strictly prohibited.
* * * * * LEGAL DISCLAIMER (autocreated by iQ.Suite Trailer) * * * * *

mailto:RGrohall@City-FtPierce.Com
mailto:rgrohall@city-ftpierce.com
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TO:   Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council and the Federal Railroad Administration 
   
FROM:   Rebecca Grohall, Planning Manager 
 
RE:  City Of Fort Pierce Staff Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement For The 


All Aboard Florida Project 
 


DATE:  November 14, 2014 
 
 
Purpose 
The purpose of this report is to outline Fort Pierce City staff comments in response to the recent Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) release of their Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the All Aboard Florida 
(AAF) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project.  The FRA is required by the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) to analyze the potential environmental impact that may result from this project. According to 
NEPA, the intent of a DEIS is to facilitate public discourse, allow federal agencies to study environmental 
impacts and asses alternatives, and inform decision makers and the public.  The study evaluates the project 
comprehensively, but focuses primarily on Phase II West Palm Beach to Orlando.  Overall recommendation is 
further comprehensive analysis needs to be completed with identified deficiencies being addressed, so that a 
complete understanding of increased train travel can be obtained.   
 
The following report is divided into five major sections, Transportation, Land Use, Noise, & Vibration, 
Environmental Conditions, Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal, and Social, Economic, & Community 
Impacts, these sections correspond to major sections in the DEIS report. 
 
Transportation 
Roadway Network and Grade Crossings: 
The proposed All Aboard Florida Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail project is expected to run 32 
passenger trains per day.  In addition,  Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) freight train trips are expected to 
increase from 14 to 20, thus approximately 52 trains per day would run on the FEC rail line, by 2016.  This is a 
tremendous increase in train activity for the Fort Pierce area.  A rapid increase such as this is obviously a concern 
to the community.  Below are the major concerns that have been identified regarding the transportation section. 
 
Road Analysis- Currently train routes intersect vital thoroughfares for the community.  These roads include:  


• Seaway Drive 
• Orange Avenue 
• Avenue A 
• Avenue D Fisherman’s Warf 
• North Causeway 
• Avenue C (A.E Backus Ave) 
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Undoubtedly, a rapid increase in trains per day will negatively affect the City’s roadways.  FRA did analyze 
traffic operations at grade crossing sections (Appendix 3.3 Grade Crossing Details); however, they only analyzed 
the largest volume arterial roads. Specifically for Ft. Pierce, they studied North Causeway and Seaway Drive.  
These are major thoroughfares, connecting the mainland to the islands, but they are not the City’s only major 
roads.  Consequently, without complete analysis of all grade crossings, we contend the report is inadequate and 
are requesting that AAF complete a full analysis of all grade crossings.   
 
Level of Service- Reviewing the information available in the report estimated crossing grade for North Causeway 
during normal cycle is expected to be at Grade A.  When freight trains cross Level of Service will be at Grade C 
and when Passenger trains cross level of service will be at Grade B.  Weighted average is expected to be at Grade 
A.  This is above minimum level of service standards, which is a D or better.   
 
In contrast, the estimated crossing grade for Seaway Drive during normal cycle will be at Grade A.  When freight 
trains cross level of service will be at Grade F and when Passenger trains cross level of service will be at Grade F.  
Weighted average is expected to be at Grade B. The change to level of service for Seaway Drive is alarming.   
However, it is unclear by the report why this crossing will fall below acceptable grade levels due to train traffic.   
 
While the report offered no suggestions as to why Seaway Drive would operate at LOS F, perhaps the answer is at 
the Avenue C Bridge .  The bridge is a single track; presently daily operations often necessitate trains to switch to 
allow others to bypass.  Added passenger service will presumably increase the need for railroad switching in this 
area. The report does not clearly state what actions will be taken to improve this crossing, in the report there is no 
indication FEC or AAF will be updating this bridge.  In order to maintain level of service above standard grade 
during crossing, it will be necessary to upgrade this bridge and now would be the best time to take action.    
 
Traffic operations- The DEIS report of North Causeway and Seaway Drive states these crossings will individually 
remain above acceptable level of service, but does not provide impact analysis of when trains cross multiple 
arterial roads simultaneously.  In the case of multiple crossing closures, it is reasonable to predict further delays, 
as well as increase in road traffic on minor roadways which do not have the capacity for high volume traffic.   The 
report does convey the increase in trains will cause additional closure events, but does not provide further research 
to understand the impact of the closures. In the report it states since passenger trains are shorter in length than 
existing freight, the additional impact from freight and passenger will be minimal.  However supporting detail is 
vague and the report never addresses the overall impact of additional freight and passenger trains.  
 
Moreover, the report does not provide any analysis on bicycle and pedestrian level of service. For the Ft. Pierce 
area this is important to identify, because of the City’s growing alternative transportation users. Given the report’s 
incomplete analysis of level of service, the report does not provide a full picture of the true impact of increased 
train activity at the City’s grade crossings.   
 
Upgrades and Maintenance- The City is concerned about the initial cost and future maintenance of crossing 
guards and surrounding area.  Not only would the City’s roadway crossings, which include gates, lights, 
signalization, medians, and other items, have to be upgraded, pedestrian crossings will need to be improved as 
well, which can include sidewalks, pedestrian guards and signs, pavement markings, and raising the approach to 
tracks.  Supplementary documents from AAF state they would cover costs for upgrading and maintenance 
associated with double tracking only, not including quiet zones upgrades.  At present it is unclear what upgrades 
and maintenance will be covered by AAF, the report did not include this information.     
 
In addition, upgrading and maintenance of two bridges, Taylor Creek and Avenue C, is also a concern for the 
City.  According to the DEIS report, the Taylor Creek bridge would be rehabilitated, though details were not 
presented in the report.  Avenue C Bridge however was not discussed at all in the document.  The AAF project 
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will increase the number of trains per day, and as a result frequency of road closures will also rise.  A result, road 
closures will impact shifts in traffic patterns.  Commuters will presumably utilize Avenue C as well as Citrus 
Avenue overpass more frequently to bypass the increased train traffic.   
 
As previously stated the Avenue C Bridge (Figure 1), an older single track bridge, needs to be upgraded to assist 
with train and road traffic flow.  Since it is a single track, only one train can cross at a time, thus train switching 
before or after the crossing is necessary. This creates traffic flow problems at crossing intersections.  
Consequently, we will see traffic build ups at crossing intersections, such as Seaway Dr., Avenue D, Avenue A, 
Cedar Place, Avenue C, and the Citrus overpass.   
 


 
Figure 1: Avenue C Bridge 


 
 
Traffic increase on Citrus Avenue overpass (Figure 2) is also concerning.  If the AAF project moves forward the 
overpass will require inspection.  Additional traffic, an expected result from the AAF project, will put increased 
stress on the overpass.  AAF should work with the City to assist with upgrading and maintaining the overpass.  
Their assistance will help ensure the overpass meets safe load carrying capacity standards.  For the safety of 
travelers going over the train tracks on Citrus Avenue Overpass, it is imperative that it undergoes rehabilitation.     
 
Speed- The DEIS report estimates train speeds may be in excess of 110 miles an hour at the Savannah Road 
crossing. Speed in the downtown area is expected to be between 40- 60 miles per hour.  Trains moving through 
City center at those speeds pose obvious concern for community and wildlife safety.  The report acknowledges a 
sealed corridor will be in place, but does not provided detailed information on the type of sealed corridor.  An 8ft 
chain link fence would not be aesthetically pleasing, nor is it consistent with our code standards for our historic 
district and redevelopment areas. Since the FEC rails run through the middle of our community the material of the 
sealed corridor must be compatible with the aesthetics in our area.  This is to avoid disruption to the look and feel 
of our areas. With trains moving through our community on a regular basis, an unattractive, sealed corridor will 
create the feel of a barrier between neighborhoods. 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Figure 2: Citrus Avenue Overpass 
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Marine Navigation: 
The DEIS report states the Taylor Creek railroad 
bridge would be rehabilitated.  However, no details 
were provided.  In 2007, the Taylor Creek Charrette 
was completed. At that time it was recommended to 
replace the current Taylor Creek Bridge with a 
vertical lift style bridge. The Treasure Coast 
Regional Planning Council team, during this time 
met with an FEC Representative, whom deemed a 
Vertical Lift bridge feasible and the preferred option 
(TCRPC, 2007).   
 
Replacing the bridge would allow boats to travel 
from the Indian River Lagoon through Taylor Creek 
and spurring economic development.  A major facet 
of the Taylor Creek Charrette was the discussion of 
expanding marine industry opportunities.  To 
accomplish expansion of the marine industry it was 
identified improvements of the bridge were 
necessary.  If the bridge were to be modernized to a 
vertical lift bridge it would not only update an old 
outdated bridge, but also be a catalyst for 
redevelopment, by allowing for marine navigation 
into the area.  
 
Other Transit: 
The City wants to maintain our multi-modal connectivity and optimal level of service.  However, the DEIS report 
did not speak to this issue specifically for Fort Pierce. 
 
Bicycle/ Pedestrian: 
Ensuring safety near the tracks is another concern, especially for residents who travel by alternative transportation 
modes such as walking and bicycling.  The FEC rail line runs through Ft. Pierce’s lowest income areas (Census 
tracts 380100, 380200, 381000) the residents in these neighborhoods are more likely to use alternative forms of 
transportation and have higher probability to travel back and forth over the tracks.  With the increase in trains per 
hour, risk for these travelers will greatly increase. Safety of these travelers is very important to the community, the 
DEIS does not provide in depth information on its plans to create safe pedestrian areas near and around the rails. 
 
Public Safety and Emergency Response: 
Consistent with impediment of traffic operation level of service, is the obstruction of connectivity between major 
areas of the City.   While once considered a benefit when passenger rail stopped in the community, the train is 
now seen as a disadvantage.  The rail line currently cuts through major economic hubs and divides the mainland 
from North and South Hutchinson Island. The City sees the influxes of trains passing through the community as a 
hindrance to ensuring levels of connectivity between neighborhoods as well as between the mainland and the 
islands.  Maintaining connectivity is important, especially for ensuring our emergency responders, Fire, Rescue 
and Police response, can respond without hindrance. The DEIS does not address the impact the additional trains 
will have on our emergency responders. Additionally, in the event of an evacuation be it manmade or natural, 
how would the FEC respond? Would they stop the trains? Do they have an evacuation plan in place?  
Furthermore if these trains were used to evacuate other communities in Florida, what is the FECR response to the 


Figure 3: Taylor Creek Charrette area. 
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negative impact it would oppose on our community. All these questions are not sufficiently answered by the 
report. 
 
Recommendations:  


• Analyze of all our grade crossings, so that we have sufficient information on the impacts to the 
community; 


• Provide further information regarding bicycle and pedestrian level of service; 
• Implement adequate safety measures for pedestrian and bicycle areas around and on the track; 
• Update crossings, ensuring they are ADA compliant; 
• Implement improvements to Avenue C bridge; 
• Implement improvements, such as vertical lift, to Taylor Creek bridge; 
• Provide detailed information of the sealed corridor ; 
• Research multi-modal connectivity and level of service in the Fort Pierce area; and 
• Provide plans demonstrating how evacuation procedures will be impacted by trains, especially for trains 


that may be stopped for switching and blocking evacuation routes. 


Land Use, Noise, & Vibration 
Existing Land Use: 
The description of St. Lucie County as “low density and undeveloped lands” is a clear misrepresentation of our 
area.  The City of Fort Pierce, established in 1901, is one of the oldest communities on the east coast of Florida.  
Ft. Pierce today remains a vibrant community with a rich history that includes a close relationship with the FEC 
rail line. The City became an important location for the rail line when Henry Flagler designated Fort Pierce as a 
division point in 1911.  Earning this designation facilitated exponential growth for the City, as well as establishing 
Fort Pierce as a pivotal location for freight train operations. Even though Fort Pierce is a significant location for 
the FEC, land use information provided within the DEIS report relating to Fort Pierce was incomplete and 
inaccurate. 
 
Noise:  
Noise pollution, already a negative externality currently impacting our residents, is one concern Ft. Pierce wants 
to be proactive in mitigating.  Noise pollution includes noise generated by wheels, flanging, idling, whistles 
blowing, and railroad switching.  With additional trains running through the middle of the community, increased 
noise will unquestionably bolster the negative externalities already impacting residents, something the City is very 
concerned about.  The DEIS report did not adequately address the negative externalities associated with increased 
train trips.  The report addresses existing conditions, but we contend the report did not sufficiently forecast future 
conditions.  It is important to understand fully the noise impacts, so that plans can be made for mitigation efforts.   
 
Quiet Zones: 
The possible need and costs to the municipality for Quiet Zones or other noise mitigation alternatives is a concern 
for the City. If the AAF project moves forward and noise is an issue, it is recommended that the AAF upgrade all 
FEC crossings guards to meet Quiet Zone standards at their costs and not pass those costs onto Cities.  
Alternatively, if AAF does not fully fund Quiet Zones, and the City wishes to pursue them – Staff recommends 
that they join with other governments to work with the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council in a joint 
application for funding.    
 
Historical Structures and Districts: 
The DEIS report currently does not specify how additional vibration will affect homes and business located near 
the FEC rail.  A majority of housing and commercial stock in the City of Fort Pierce is located near the rail line.  
A fuller understanding is needed to evaluate the true consequence of vibration to our structures, since a majority 
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of our historically significant properties, both commercial and residential, as well as an entire community enclave, 
Edgartown, is located very close to the rail line. Many of these buildings were built between late 1900’s to 1950. 
The report poorly conveys how the vibration will negatively affect these areas.  Concerns regarding vibration on 
these older buildings are a great concern for the City.  Three different historic districts are located throughout the 
FEC corridor: the Downtown Historic District, as well as the Edgartown Settlement and the Rivers’ Edge Historic 
Districts.  Additionally, numerous properties are on the National Register of Historic Places but not addressed – 
including the Sunrise Theater, Cresthaven/Boston House, Old City Hall, the Moore’s Creek Bridge (aka “tummy 
tickle hill”) and Old Fort Park.  The Sunrise Theater may be part of the number of auditoriums listed that are 
impacted by noise and vibration; however they were presented as a number only without a corresponding list, it is 
impossible to determine what the impacts are to the theater both to the structure and to performances. 
 
Along with vibration is the concern about the possibility of a sealed corridor.  If a sealed corridor is to be built in 
the downtown, the City does not want chain link fence to be an option.  Aesthetically it does not fit the look and 
feel of downtown nor is it allowed or compatible with the design standards.  A chain link fence will be a 
hindrance to the City’s redevelopment and historic preservation efforts. The FRA did not reach out to City staff to 
get a better understanding of the City’s historic area, which calls into question their ability to evaluate the effects 
of vibration to these buildings. Chain link is not an allowed use in our redevelopment area, nor is it an allowed 
material in the historic areas.  
 
Recommendations:  


• Provide a more in-depth quantitative and qualitative evaluation on spill-over costs and negative 
externalities from noise; 


• Provide further detailed research on impact of noise and vibration on historic structures; and 
• Improve communication with City of Fort Pierce Planning Department staff. 


 
Environmental Conditions 
It’s imperative that environmentally sensitive locations such as Savannah Preserve, Old Fort Park archeological 
site, Indian Hills Recreation Area, the Indian River Lagoon and other coastal waterways are not destroyed or in 
any manner damaged.  Savannah Preserve is a State Park running through Fort Pierce and St. Lucie County 
comprised of environmentally sensitive land in freshwater marshes and is perhaps the largest single remaining 
piece of east coast savanna land.   In addition to other environmentally sensitive lands adjacent to the tracks, the 
report does not address impacts to the migration corridors.  Also missing is a discussion impacts to threatened and 
endangered species like gopher tortoises, indigo snakes, bobcats, scrub jays and numerous other birds, on the 
“protected species” lists.  Nor does the report address impacts any of the protected plants that are on the state or 
federal lists.   The DEIS report does not address in any detail on how train traffic will impact these areas, nor 
offers any mitigation measures to ensure these sensitive areas will be protected over time.  Thus, the City 
contends the DEIS is incomplete in this section.  
 
Recommendations  


• Provide detailed impact analysis on our local environmental areas; 
• Provide wildlife crossing areas through the use of culverts; and 
• Provide detail environmental mitigation plans  


 
Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal 
Hazardous materials and solid waste disposal is not discussed except during construction period. This section is 
vague and does not give any substantive detail specific to any area.  The report also is ambiguous about how they 
will handle mitigation efforts after construction period.  How the AAF will prevent or mitigate any hazardous 
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material spills or solid waste leakage is unclear.  Additionally, the report claims there are 337 potential 
contaminated sites, but does not discuss any details regarding any of the sites.   
 
Recommendations:  


• Provide detailed information on prevention and mitigation of hazardous material spills or solid waste 
leakage; 


• Provide detailed information on where the contaminated sites are located;  and if sites are located in our 
area provide plans of site cleanup.  


 
Social, Economic, & Community Impacts 
Environmental Justice: 
The majority of minority and low income residents in St. Lucie County identified by the DEIS report live in Ft. 
Pierce. The City has been working toward improving the quality of life not only for these community members, 
but for the entire Ft. Pierce community.  Increased train traffic running three times per hour will negatively affect 
the quality of life, resulting in lasting negative effects for the entire community.  Although the report drew 
attention to the low income and minority census tracts, it failed to provide any research on passenger rail and 
social equity.  They failed to address issues such as barriers to integration, taking of land, and health.  Until this 
section of the DEIS report addresses those and similar issues, the section should be considered incomplete.  
 
Economic Impacts: 
The AAF project is expected to create spill-over costs.  Negative externalities such as increased train noise and 
vibration, additional traffic delays, and an unattractive sealed corridor may spur direct and indirect negative 
economic impacts to the Fort Pierce community.  Loss of investment in Historic Fort Pierce Downtown, real 
estate degradation of commercial and housing properties, and loss of tourists’ dollars to the local area, have all 
been identified as most concerning to the City.   
 
Fort Pierce and surrounding Treasure Coast communities will be absorbing all the costs with no benefits.  
Economically, the current proposed project does not benefit our local area.  The DEIS report did not sufficiently 
discuss potential positive or negative economic impacts to Fort Pierce or similar areas, that will not be getting a 
stop.  The report only discussed positive externalities and economic opportunities that will be spurred in cities 
with train stops.  It is imperative the report identify both positive and negative impacts for all areas that will be 
affected by the project.  
 
Historical & Cultural Resources: 
Preservation of Historical and Cultural Resources is important to the City of Fort Pierce.  The City’s restoration 
and preservation efforts have been and continue to be a top priority.  Fort Pierce historical buildings were built as 
long ago as 1882.  The typologies of these historic buildings vary from wooden frame, clay, concrete, and marble.  
Many of the oldest buildings are concentrated downtown and along the river and railroad (Appendix A: Historic 
Structures and Sites).  The impact of additional trains per day on these various historical structures in these areas 
is unknown. Review of the DEIS report found the FEC did not sufficiently research Fort Pierce historical and 
archeological sites, nor did they adequately seek local planner comments regarding local historic resources.  The 
report states they contacted our department, however there is not a planner on staff with the City or County who 
can verify that.  There was no reporting or researching included regarding the archeological site at Old Fort Park, 
the Ais Indian burial mound at Old Fort Park.   
 
Since the FRA did not accurately or sufficiently identify local resources, they did not address the possible 
negative economical and physical impacts to our community.  Increased trains will impact our historical, 
archeological, and culture resources, but the impacts are currently unknown, due to their lack of research.  
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Furthermore, FRA did not discuss any mitigation plans addressing how AAF would protect historic and 
archeological sites. Overall we find this section of the report lacks completeness.   We have attached several maps 
in the Appendix showing the historical resources.  
 
Recreational Resources: 
The FEC rail travels along or near several parks including Savannas Preserve State Park , Indian Hills Golf 
Course,  Heathcote Botanical Gardens, Ilous Ellis Park (aka “Open Space Park”) and Indian Hills Recreation 
Area.  Concerns over maintaining and preserving these open, passive spaces have been identified.  The report 
stated there will be some impact from noise and vibration, however they do not speak specifically to our park 
areas nor do they offer any mitigation plans to protect these valuable areas.  
 
Recommendations:  


• Research the economic impacts on historical areas; 
• Reevaluate of all historical structures and sites; 
• Address impacts on all historical building typologies; 
• Improve communication with City of Fort Pierce Planning Department staff; and 
• Reevaluate impact on local recreation areas. 
 


Conclusion 
The AAF project is expected to impact the City, however there is not enough information presented in the DEIS 
to fully evaluate the report and gauge the full extent of the impact.  The report lacked meaningful, quantifiable 
data that could be utilized to evaluate the additional traffic delays; impacts to grade crossings, effects on roadways 
and adjacent neighborhoods, and most importantly the true costs to the City.  The City of Fort Pierce respectfully 
requests that All Aboard Florida reevaluate the report and provide actual data, not brushstroke statements.  
 
 
Attachments –  Appendix A:  Historical Resources in Fort Pierce  
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From: Lyons, Alice
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: City of Stuart
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:53:30 AM
Attachments: 001.pdf

Please see the attached City Response to AAF DEIS

Alice  Lyons
Executive Assistant to the City Manager
Florida Registered Paralegal
City of Stuart
121 SW Flagler Avenue
Stuart, Florida 34994
Phone   772-288-5312
Fax         772-288-5316
alyons@ci.stuart.fl.us

PUBLIC RECORDS NOTICE:

All e-mail sent to and received from the City of Stuart, Florida, including e-mail addresses and content, are subject
 to the provisions of the Florida Public Records Law, Florida Statute Chapter 119, and may be subject to disclosure.

*Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response
 to a public records request, do not send electronic email to this entity.

mailto:alyons@ci.stuart.fl.us
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment



































































From: clem rowley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment about All aboard Florida trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 9:12:50 AM

I want to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida trains that will make daily trips through Port
 Salerno and Stuart.  I feel that the traffic tie-ups in downtown Stuart will destroy the downtown.
  Customers will just not put up with hassle to get to the shops and restaurants.  There are already many
 freight trains passing through Port Salerno and Stuart everyday.  I noted (hard to miss with the noise of
 the train) 2 freight trains going through Port Salerno yesterday while eating lunch outdoors at Manatee
 Island restaurant.  We had to stop our conversation until the trains passed by.  
I am passionately against more trains passing through the Treasure Coast.   I hope you will listen to the
 voice of the people and not run these trains through the Treasure coast, ruining our quaint, small towns.
Clem Rowley

mailto:clemedps@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Wjpostula@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: jklock@rascoklock.com
Subject: Comment about All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:33:35 PM

Dear Sirs and Madams,
 
    Below are my comments regarding the proposed plan for All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) and its environmental impact statement (EIS).  The premise
 for AAF to haul passengers from Miami to Orlando and back is false and
 the EIS is totally inadequate and misleading.  The EIS must be redone and
 expanded.
 
    I am a resident and property owner in Hobe Sound, FL (Martin County).  I
 live on SE Kingsley St. which is close to SE Gomez Avenue and SE Bridge
 Road.  Everyday I drive my car over the train tracks and crossings on SE
 Bridge Road as well as the crossing at SE Pettway Street.   AAF will bring
 at least 32 additional trains past my two crossings.  This will seriously delay
 traffic over this area; the traffic congestion will be burdensome to me as well
 as others.  Many laborers travel daily to the affluent Jupiter Island.  They
 travel east and west along Bridge Road and go over the train tracks on
 Bridge Road.  32 added trains will create an enormous delay on Bridge
 Road and will result in travel gridlock.  Roads will have to be widened to
 accommodate the increased traffic.  AAF is unwilling to pay for these
 road improvements. Further, the EIS does not adequately address these
 concerns.
 
   I can hear the noise from the eight (8) trains that go by every day and
 night along the tracks in Hobe Sound.  Bringing an additional 32 trains past
 Bridge Road and Pettway Street will bring much harmful noise to the area
 and my property.  I bought my home in Hobe Sound because it was a quiet
 and beautiful area on the water.  I hate noise.  32 additional, noisy trains will
 seriously harm my peace and quiet and annoy me.  Yet the EIS does not
 adequately address the added noise.  It must be redone. 
 
   Additionally, the noise created by 32 added trains past my home
 will impact the value of my home and property.  Will AAF compensate me
 and my neighbors for the decreased value of our properties?  Nothing about
 compensation for noise damage is contained in their EIS.  Condemnation
 laws have been enacted to prevent the taking of property without
 compensation. AAF does not have condemning authority and should not be
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 given it. 
 
  Most importantly, the plan for AAF is based on the false idea that there is a
 market for passengers who will desire to travel from Miami to Orlando and
 back. This is a patent falsehood.  AAF has done no studies to support
 their venture.  People in South Florida travel by automobiles on the Florida
 Turnpike and Interstate 95 (I-95).  This is the easiest mode of travel and the
 most obvious.  We do not wish to travel by train.  AAF is based on a ruse. 
 AAF cannot survive financially on the mistaken idea that there will be
 sufficient passengers who will pay to travel by train.  AAF wants to get
 federal approval for their plan so they can be permitted to haul 32 more
 noisy freight trains along this route. 
 
   I am also a boater and live on a canal leading to the Intracoastal
 Waterway.  The noise created by 32 additional trains will seriously impact
 marine life and boat traffic along the Waterway.  The impact statement does
 not address the harmful affect that will be caused by bridge openings and
 closings as well as the boaters that wish to pass under the bridges without
 delay.
 
  It is interesting that AAF does not have stations where the trains will stop in
 Hobe Sound, Stuart or any other community in Martin County.  AAF wants
 to use Martin County for their enrichment but gives no benefits in return. So,
 if we desired to take the trains (which we don't) we would have to travel far
 to AAF stations which would be required to have parking for our cars.  This
 will not happen and nearby stations has not been provided by AAF.
 
  The 32 additional trains will be traveling at between 80 and 100 miles per
 hour.  These are very dangerous speeds for trains of such great weight.  A
 train derailment could easily occur in Martin County and elsewhere in
 Florida which would be disastrous to life and limb. Any derailments could
 easily kill and injure people as well as wreck their homes and businesses. 
 The EIS does not adequately address these dangerous speeds of massive
 trains and the risks to public safety.
 
   Alternatively, AAF should consider traveling along the west coast of
 Florida.  This is a less populated area and it would be a much safer
 route.  32 added high-speed trains going through my community should not
 be tolerated.  AAF does not have an alternative plan for using train tracks
 along the west coast of Florida.  They should look at a west coast route as
 an alternative.  This should be included in their new EIS.



 
   AAF is very bad idea that must be not be permitted or passed in any
 manner or form.  AAF will have a significant negative impact on Martin
 County residents and provide no benefits to us.  Moreover, the EIS is totally
 inadequate and does not address all of the negative impacts to residents as
 well as our marine life.  The Federal Government must stop AAF now.  If
 this plan is approved the communities and residents along this route will be
 forced to take legal action to stop it. 
 
   Please stop All Aboard Florida now before we are forced to suffer the
 horrendous consequences of this false, dangerous, noisy and damaging
 plan.
 
   Thank you in advance for addressing my concerns and stopping All
 Aboard Florida now.
 
 
Walter J. Postula, Esq.
9224 SE Kingsley Street
Hobe Sound, Fl 33455
wjpostula@aol.com
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From: Donna Friedman (dlf)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment- All aboard Florida Project- We are against!
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 12:24:57 PM

Ambulances, Police, Fire and Rescue operations, general traffic, pedestrians, children, motorcycles,
 bicycles, boats,   buses, schools, theatre, dinner and our rest and enjoyment of our TREASUREd
  COAST  life as it is will stop at the train tracks.  Please stop the train from going through Stuart, Ft,
 Pierce, St. Lucie, Jupiter , Hobe Sound and Vero Beach  and -push it out west where it won’t impact
 our communities htat attract leisure, tourism and taxes  to Florida
Reroute ALL ABOART FLORIDA   now please.

Donna
20 Orange Ave
Ft. Pirtce, Fl 34950
Off.  (772) 288-3590
dlf@towerconsultants.com
www.towerconsultants.com
 
Please invite me to connect on LinkedIn.

 
This electronic communication is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is
 addressed.  Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking of any action based on the content of this communication is strictly
 prohibited and may be unlawful.  If received in error, please destroy immediately and advise via return email or by calling the sender at
 772-288-3590.
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From: Larry Shubnell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment in lieu of Public Meeting
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 8:19:54 AM

I am a Treasure Coast Florida resident. I am opposed to AAF, for one reason:
 namely, the expenditure of massive amounts of public monies for this project, which
 has narrow economic and geographic benefit and uses out-of-date technology, is
 misfeasance of the public trust. If the project were the first leg of a MAG LEV train
 that was to be built for the Boston – Miami corridor I could support it.
 
L.D. Shubnell
Vero Beach, FL.
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment letters
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:16:37 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
Letters to FRA 10-07-2014.pdf

Dear Mr. John Winkle,
Attached, please find 878 comment letters that address different areas of the DEIS. 
Regards,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida

2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com

Follow us:  

 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sean Cassidy 
plantation florida 33325 
governedbygod@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
.  Victor Suval 
boca raton fl 33496 
victor@vbsassociates.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Austin Nancy  
Plantation. Florida   
dlnaustin@cs.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cierra Campbell 
1220 s.w 171 terr pembroke pines fl 33027 
ccamp040@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Fischer 
33308 
jamesf1010@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Eriksson 
fr lauderdale 33316 
pt@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harold Celi 
sunrise fl 33326 
bluenitro99@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gruber 
pittsburgh ,pa 15202 
alyssa.jeanette@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zack Snyder 
hollywood fl 33026 
zacksn@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Benjamin Abel 
hollywood ~fla~ 33023 
lie1192001@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Al Cords 
33304 
cjm10@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amos Makemefamous 
33009 
amosmakemefamous@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandler 
boca raton.FL 33496 
sandler@speechrehabservices.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Chot 
plantation fl 33317 
gailhapp@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Leidy 
fort lauderdale FL 33304 
mraphotography@earthlink.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tyler Lukey 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
inbox@tylerlukey.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Beattie 
fort lauderdale florida 33312 
allybeattie@me.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julio Patino 
coconut creek florida 33066 
dezonyc@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Estee Pavlica 
33308 
estee3@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Corey Childs 
key west florida 33040 
childs.corey@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeffrey Noguera 
miramar fl 33029 
nogueraj@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Theresa Foote 
wilton manors fl 33305 
tu@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Scheibner 
sunru 
stevescheibner@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dave Anderson 
ft lauderdale fl 33301 
andyman888@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jimena Gatica 
33309 
jimeg2@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Kuang 
fort lauderdale fl 33301 
mikeysyphon@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Travis Polk 
houston texas 77002 
rollo.tomassi1998@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adam Hundt 
wilton manors, fl 33334 
adam.hundt@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivan Rico 
Davie FL 33324 
ivanrico@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Greg Pull 
Orlando FL 32803 
gregp@threew.us 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michele Cooper 
casselberry FL 32707 
michelecooper@floridamilk.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria Avila 
Orlando Fl. 32808 
gavila@gunster.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Peeler 
orlando fl 32801 
speeler@gunster.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeffery Jonasen 
Winter Garden Florida 34777 
jeffjonasen@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Goldman 
orlando, fl 32817 
alyssagman@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Sharp 
Orlando Florida 32806 
dsharp665@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marissa Caravelis 
Orlando, FL  32804 
marissacaravelis@outlook.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Biscardi 
Orlando FL 32803 
paulbiscardi@mac.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vincent Tyrlik 
orlando. fl 32806 
tyrlikvince@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bonnie Madden 
winter park fl 32792 
bmadden@icloud.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tom Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
tom.hopfinger@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
maureen.hopfinger@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luke Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
lhopfinger.com@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Garcia 
33160 
jxg099@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Degrandis 
33322 
peterdegrand@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Camille Vogl 
sunrise fl 33322 
camillevogl@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marlon Rendon 
sunrisefl 
mrendo10@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Veronica Bass 
cocoa beach fl 32931 
veronica_gbass@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fernando Harb 
fort lauderdale. florida 33301 
fharb@broward.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrice Guthrie 
greenacres florida 33413 
patrice.guthrie@finnpartners.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Bomfim 
Davie Florida 33328 
juliabomfim91@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlan Etchevers 
aventura florida 33160 
cetchevers@broward.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Bulfin 
oakland park florida 33334 
gbulfin@gflalliance.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Dunaj 
Coconut Creek Florida 33073 
lauren.dunaj@finnpartners.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matt Ritter 
Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33301 
matt.ritter91@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angella Lopez 
fort lauderdale fla 33301 
alopez@broward.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Meier 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
michelle.r.meier@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Reynolds 
ft. lauderdale fl 33314 
mireynolds@broward.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Hunt 
33317 
abhunt@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Milledge 
Fort Lauderdale 33301 
john@jmmpa.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Celia Thompson 
Ft. Lauderdale Fl 33301 
cthompson@broward.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Dunaj 
Coconut Creek Florida 33073 
rdunaj@bdo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juliet Roache 
ft lauderdale fl 33301 
jroache@broward.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Reich 
33308 
bigtimejen@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalie Naranjo 
miami florida 33144 
natalie.naranjo.17@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Blanco 
weston FL 33327 
pucki05@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Arango 
33193 
andresarango1992@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Carmona 
Miramar Fl 33025 
1jason.carmona@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaymaa Shwel 
Hialeah Fl 
sshwe001@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Dopico 
Miami Florida 33133 
adopico1996@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Marenco 
miami fl 33183 
kmare003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Josh Baron 
miami. fl. 33186 
joshua_baron1@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Montes De Oca 
coral gables florida 33134 
big3little@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Mascina 
Miami Florida 33196 
claudiamascina@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Rincon 
33178 
daniel.rincon44@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nidia Mayorga 
miami fl 33196 
nmayo005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Toro 
Miami, FL, 33129 
felipetoro18@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alli Schlumbrecht 
Miami florida 33193 
allischlumbrecht@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Cora 
miami, fl 33173 
ccora007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Muniz 
Miami FL 33143 
cmuni020@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gretter Nunez 
miami fl 33155 
gretter.nunez@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Demetrius Villa 
Miami 
dvill082@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Del Rio 
miami fl 33165 
g.delrio@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adedolapo Alonge 
33157 
aalon097@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Francois 
west palm beach 
mfrancois44@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meaghan Rivera 
miami fl 33174 
mrive227@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Pinzon 
miami 
cp2fiu@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Viejo 
miami fl 33172 
avirj001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Taina Mayard 
33196 
t_taymay@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anissa Leon 
miami fl 33067 
anissaleon1@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Patino 
Miami Florida 33196 
natpatdrama1016@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Garzon 
miami fl 33174 
agarz016@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Gomez 
miami,florida,33185 
rgome124@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edison Espi 
naples florida 34113 
edisone43@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cynthia Lau 
33182 
clau006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha 
mia, FL, 33133 
spain.sam123@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Garcia 
homestead fl 33033 
meddanny@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kristi Morrison 
oakland park fl 33309 
koolieroyal@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mallorie Miller 
southwest ranches fl 33331 
mmill188@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roger Fernandez 
Miami Florida 33176 
kejaro3@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Messmer 
Hollywood Florida 33021 
messmeratricia@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xavier Salazar 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
xsala001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fatima Nasser 
miami fl 33176 
f.nasser1011@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georges Nicoli 
miami fl 33186 
gnico010@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cordette Vanzant 
hollywood fl 33020 
c_vanz_05@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen Singh 
miami fl 33174 
kathleensingh@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Haas 
cooper city fl 33330 
canegang305@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raheem Maliki 
pembroke Pines fl. 33028 
nikaikilam@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Lagrotteria 
miami florida 33174 
alagr003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Sanchez 
doral fl 33178 
aleja17.sanchez@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cami Luna 
miami fl 33173 
camiluna93@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medjy Pierre-Louis 
33174 
mpierrel@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Fernandez 
miami fl 33165 
kfern063@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danny Sanchez 
coral gables florida 33134 
dsanch8178@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zoe Boyd 
miami fl 33143 
zoe_zion_zoian@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christine Cabreja 
miami, FL 33185 
ccabr084@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Moya 
miami.florida 33314 
mmmmoyammm@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pierre Flores 
33018 
pierreflores69@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Hernandez 
miami fl 33125 
chern257@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jossias Perez 
miami Florida 33147 
jossiasperez24@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Ballesteros 
miami fl 33186 
cbsll009@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alvaro Palacios 
miami fl 33196 
apala021@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stefen Suttles 
Doral FL 33178 
stefensuttles@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Gomez 
miami florida 33176 
cristinagomez0528@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tyler Daniels 
miami fl 33157 
tdani021@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronald 
Washington DC 
ronaldholassie@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenya Adeola 
miami  florida 33174  
kadeo001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ramirez John 
33193 
johnrami15@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tolga Erbora 
miami fL 33178 
fectr222@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Genesis Espaillat 
miami fl 3313 
genesisespillat@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Ortega  
miami fl 33186 
aorte052@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Santana 
Miramar FL 33025 
Mattsantana61@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandra Rodriguez 
miami, fl, 33018 
arodr263@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erenia Lemus 
miami fl 33173 
elemu003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Blanco 
Miami, FL 33165 
jblan151@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephania Vieira 
miami florida 33129 
sviei004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Puga 
pembroke pines FL 33027 
apuga003@fiu.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Toro 
miami fl 33196 
matthewtoro321@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronnie Conner 
miami fl 33157 
ronnie@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberley Carey 
10750 sw11th st, miami 33174 
kcare014@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ilyam Feria 
miami,fl 33165 
iferi002@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darren Villanueva 
homestead fl 33035 
dvill018@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brett Schindler 
clermont fl 34711 
brschindler93@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Garcia 
33130 
garcia.stephanie_95@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dashaah Shirley 
Miami, FL, 34787 
dashaah.shirley@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sheena Smith 
33144 
sheenab217@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Fernandes 
miami fl 33196 
jfern517@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gelonweekes 
33174 
gweek001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Arleen Cortes 
miami fl 33182 
arleen.cortes@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Can Cevik 
Miami beach Fl 33139 
ccevik48@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alberto Rancel 
miami florida 33175 
albyrancel@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa De Jesus 
33015 
melissa21_93@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Judina A 
Miami Florida 33174 
juju.bean378@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabrielle Williams 
Miami Florida 3319 
gabyywilliams728@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cameron Grant 
lauderhill, fl, 33319 
Camerondimitrig@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monique Lewis 
fort lauderdale, florida, 33313 
moniquelewis93@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Zhang 
33172 
alex.zbf@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Sierra 
miami fl 
dsier018@fiu.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emily Corbin 
miami, florida, 33155 
ecorbin@rocketmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Lopez 
33175 
erlo1783@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Bouwsma 
miami fl 33173 
dutchflynman@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tony Vu 
miami fl 33133 
phongtvu@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Derrick Rogers 
miami fl 
droge023@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricardo Lima 
miami fl 33174 
rlima011@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Burbano 
33321 
kburb002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodin Celidor 
miami Fl 33174 
rceli002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talia  
miami fl 33174 
taliatorbica@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Franklin Hernandez 
Miami FL 33125 
fhern076@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Yin  
33030 
cyin002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Orozco-Fletcher 
Miami Springs FL 33166 
mof396@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Paba 
doral  FL 33178  
dpaba002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricky Muniz 
miami fl 33196 
ramuniz007@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anielka Cortes 
miami fl 33182 
acort029@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allah Torres 
miami fl 33150 
allaht@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tidjan Simpson 
miami. fl. 33174 
tsimp011@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Mohammed 
oakland park fl 33309 
samantharmohammed@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Deion Hall 
Miami Florida 
deion.hall96@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Sippin 
south miami fl 33143 
danieljsippin@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Merlyn Santin 
miami fl 33144 
santin.merlyn@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kristin Bird 
Miami FL 33132 
kbird@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Soraluz 
miami fl 33027 
dsora001@fiu.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Zuniga 
miramar florida 33025 
aaron-zuniga@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandre Saintilus 
Miami Fl. 33173 
csain030@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendra Santana 
miramar florida 33029 
ksant072@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kadesha Copeland 
miami fl 33136 
kcope007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Parul Maheshwari 
33172 
eng.parul@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Saraisabel. Carricaburu 
miami fl 33183 
saraisabelc47@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Dameus 
fl 
pdame004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Pomar 
Miami FL 33165 
laurapomar@ymail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina 
opa locka fl 33054 
cbrow022@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joanna Bello 
miami fl 33175 
jbell100@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jermarcus Cook 
miami fl 33174 
jcook039@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittany Weary 
florida city fl 33034 
brittanyweary@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darlene Garcia 
miami florida 33186 
darlenegar@yahoo.es 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Segura 
Miami Fl 33186 
msegu009@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Armenteros 
miami florida 33196 
marmenteros@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Montero 
miami fl 33165 
dasam04@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcello Camarda 
miami fl 33015 
mcphoenix@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darren Belizaire 
pembroke pines, fl, 33025 
dbeli002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Betty Delgado 
miami fla 33187 
betty~0315@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noble Ahmed  
miramar fl 33029 
nahme013@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Perez 
miami fl 33174 
mitta92005@icloud.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor On 
miam,fl 33161 
chinodade922@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raquel Rosales 
miami florida 33177 
rrrosa060@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gina Gomez 
miami florida 33155 
gingoluzer@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erika Gutierrez 
yonkers ny 10705 
eguti046@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelitha Anderson 
miami florida 
kande007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Gomez 
miami fl 33142 
ruthica.rg@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tatyana Gray 
miami fl 33175 
tgray017@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Kernisant 
miami fl 33176 
skernissnt@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dany 
miami florida 33193 
duran.dany@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christian Prentice 
miami fl 33155 
cdrake.prentice@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raidel Martin Perez 
miami fl 33155 
raidelmartin@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Lopez 
33126 
dlope042@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Francois 
miami fl 33174 
kfran064@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chantel Glenn 
miami fl 33174 
cglen008@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Aguayi 
miami fl 33018 
alyssa.agyayo94@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sylvester Garcia 
miami Florida 33175 
aaguio96@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elie Philippe 
miami fl. 33127 
ephil001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivan Cuartas 
miami fl 33175 
honeyglazers@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stefany Rosario  
hialeah florida 33015 
0704stefanyrosario@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joe Ashman 
Miami Fl 33134 
josepham1996@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Corrales 
miami. fl 33172 
mecfl@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Vargas 
miami fl 33173 
jvarg079@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Andrade 
hialeah fl 33018 
d_jandrade@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Ortega 
Miami FL 33173 
gorte013@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Zamora 
sunrise fl 33323 
ezamo022@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mitsu Bueno 
Homestead,Florida,33030 
mbuen018@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Dominguez 
miami fl 33175 
gabriel41122@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Itala Tejada 
Miami Florida 33133 
kimykatt24@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Oscar Fernandez 
miami Fl 33175 
ofern056@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Vargas  
miami fl 33173 
gumminears1217@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guilherme Benette 
33178 
gbene011@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eddy Mendez 
miami,fl, 33165 
eddy_mendez@outlook.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Cediel 
weston fl 33332 
mcedi003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Ortiz 
Weston Florida 33327 
gabriel.r.ortiz@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Garcia 
plantation fl 33324 
agarc526@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Maya 
naples fl 34104 
dmaya007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Austin Nowak 
11338 sw 6th st miami fl 33165 
anowak90@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nelson Centanaro 
miami fl 33134 
ncent002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dustin Bernard 
Doral, Fl, 33178 
dbern010@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Jimenez 
miami fl 33183 
ajime117@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erica Riera 
Miami Florida 33176 
ericariera@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Garcia 
miami florida 33176 
kgarc045@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrica Alexander 
naples fl 34114 
andricaj@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Zhang 
miami fl 33174 
123456america1@gmai.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alfredo Gonzalez 
Miami, florida 33133 
alfredo94@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Gonzalez 
33155 
nirvanazep@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anesse Mesidor 
miami fl 33167 
soulchil07@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Romulus 
miami fl 33176 
romulus.joseph@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aida Arellano 
LaBelle Fl 33935 
arellano_aida15@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeannine Thurston 
miramar fl 33025 
jthurston95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tabata Arvelo 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
tda05c@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathan Katz 
miami fl 33140 
katzb@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eva 
33174 
673293662@qq.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisbeth Franco 
miami florida 33168 
lfran073@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Narino 
Miami, Florida, 33176 
laserblast21@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Rahimi 
Miami Florida 33175 
andrewrahimi22@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gety Mpanu 
miami, fl, 33175 
gmpan001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Amador 
pembroke pines,florida,33029 
danielamador22@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mikhail Gonzalez 
Miami florida 33186 
mgonz153@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Shubert 
orlando fl 32804 
shubertwill@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rosa Moreno 
caracas 1061 
sergiorosy@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Soomar 
miami fl 33174 
gabrielsoomar@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Rodriguez 
miami fl 33032 
jrodr527@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xebian Melendez 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
xmele001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randa Elmalki 
miami fl 33172 
randa628@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Arce 
miami fl 33034 
arce.karina115@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Hutchinson 
lorida fl 33857 
kimberlyhutchinson1@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Noizy 
miami fl 33178 
snoiz001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodolfo Juarez 
miami fl 33175 
rj_how_18@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fernando Trillo 
miami fl 33193 
ftril001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vivek Somani 
Davie FL 33331 
vsoma003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sally Hall 
miami fl  
nnace001@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Blanco 
33178 
caroblanco1995@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Alvarez 
miami fl 33189 
claudia.am.155@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angelo Izzo 
Miami FL 33129 
stanleythesax@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shay Perez 
miami fl 33172 
spere215@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Berriz 
miami florida 33185 
jberr050@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Grisales 
miami fl 33185 
vgris002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Liebling 
miami florida 33174 
julia.liebling@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Marin 
miami fl 33185 
marinschool@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Diaz 
miami fl 33185 
diaz.nicole09@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georvy Panameno 
miami florida 33174 
gpana003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Botello 
Miami Fl 33185 
ncbob_1@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Celena Biscocho 
Kissimmee FL 34759 
cbisc003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Pottinger 
miami fl 33193 
brandon.pottinger@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Humberto Macias 
davie fl 33331 
hmacias1294@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tamesha Bernadel 
miami fl 33161 
tamesha.bernadel@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melannie Guevara 
miami, florida, 33184 
meliamarux3@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melodie Peirsel 
miami fl 33196 
melpei2@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Katz 
aventura FL 33180 
jenniferkatz26@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Irizarry 
miami fl 33193 
neonnitrus@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Sanchez 
Miami Fl 33177 
casan3194@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Narvaez 
Plantation , Florida, 33324 
jnarv010@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kali Chiapetta 
Miami Florida 33183  
kchia002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Marc Augustin 
miami florida 33161 
animelone1@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Bertin 
miami lakes FL 33014 
vbert005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sean Mattar 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
smatt021@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Perea 
miami fl 33182 
npere050@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kerian White 
boynton beach fl 33436 
kmallo11@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Rodriguez 
miami fl 33187 
nodnarb12@icloud.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Taylor Saenz 
miami fl 33143 
tsaen001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Pabon 
miam gardens fl33054 
pabonr@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aron Wils 
dessel belgium 2480 
aronwils@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Diaz 
miami fl 33186 
adiaz409@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Rojas 
miami fl 33178 
jroja086@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ednise Davilien 
miami fl 33168 
edavi087@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Genesis Vasquez 
Doral FL 33178 
genesisvasquez@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darius Vills 
north miami beach fl 33179 
dvill087@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Macias 
Weston FL 33327 
amaci028@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sofia Pablos 
miami fl 33199 
sofi1161@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Cuevas 
weston fl 33327 
josemcuevas6@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Mills  
miami fl 33155 
bmills003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrienne Yuen 
palmetto bay fl 33178 
adriennefaye27@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Prestamo 
miami fl 33176 
apwmto@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Octavio Arturo Gonzalez  
weston fl 33331  
octaviogo@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keyla Rodriguez 
miami florida 33177 
krodr214@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chantae Brown 
miami florida 33174 
b_chantae@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Agudelo 
miami 33177 
jagud012@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim Louro 
miami fl 33055 
jlour006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Harvey 
pembroke pines florida 33026 
ninjadj360@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Reddick 
Fort Lauderdale fl 33335 
reddimusik@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chinya Bully 
miami fl 33157 
chinya3@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sanford Barbee 
33174 
sbarb012@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Prado 
miami fl 33172 
mprad034@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Barrett  
miami beach florida 33139 
abarr199@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jochi 
miami, florida, 33157 
jdealmagro14@wcsmiami.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Estevez 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
estevez2582@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Largaespada 
Miami Florida 33177 
dlargaespada7029@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brose 
miami florida 33166 
goldenhawks2014@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eli Lugo 
miami fl 33126 
eruiz098@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talijah Williams 
Waynesboro Georgia 30830 
twill133@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Enrique Merlano 
miramar fl 33029 
insight2626@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucio Martinez 
hialeah fl 33012 
lmart322@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachael Reitano 
33331 
rreit005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malihka Louis-Jean 
miami fl 33168 
mloui048@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Vasquez 
hialeah gardens fl 33018 
jennifervasquezglad@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chance Johnson 
miami florida 33137 
c.johnson2014@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karl Magalaman 
miramar fl 330127 
kmaga004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sammy Hadi 
Sweetwater FL 33174 
hhadi001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Damian Donaire 
Miami Florida 33154 
damianz007@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathalie Osson 
miami, fl 33174 
nosson10@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Zepeda 
miami florida 33161 
luigizepeda@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edwish Jean Baptiste 
davie fl 33330 
adhllc.propertymgr@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yaima Vega 
33137 
yvega8009@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami fl 33147 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Macias 
Weston FL 33327 
amaci028@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sofia Pablos 
miami fl 33199 
sofi1161@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Cuevas 
weston fl 33327 
josemcuevas6@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Mills  
miami fl 33155 
bmills003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrienne Yuen 
palmetto bay fl 33178 
adriennefaye27@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Prestamo 
miami fl 33176 
apwmto@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Octavio Arturo Gonzalez  
weston fl 33331  
octaviogo@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keyla Rodriguez 
miami florida 33177 
krodr214@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chantae Brown 
miami florida 33174 
b_chantae@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Agudelo 
miami 33177 
jagud012@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim Louro 
miami fl 33055 
jlour006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Harvey 
pembroke pines florida 33026 
ninjadj360@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamica Patterson 
north miami beach fl 
mz.mica08@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Reddick 
Fort Lauderdale fl 33335 
reddimusik@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chinya Bully 
miami fl 33157 
chinya3@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami florida 33162 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Cheers 
Planation FL 33325 
mdcheers_003@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sanford Barbee 
33174 
sbarb012@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Prado 
miami fl 33172 
mprad034@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gillian Kelly 
Weston FL 33331 
kellygillian@att.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Barrett  
miami beach florida 33139 
abarr199@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jochi 
miami, florida, 33157 
jdealmagro14@wcsmiami.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Estevez 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
estevez2582@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Largaespada 
Miami Florida 33177 
dlargaespada7029@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brose 
miami florida 33166 
goldenhawks2014@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eli Lugo 
miami fl 33126 
eruiz098@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talijah Williams 
Waynesboro Georgia 30830 
twill133@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Enrique Merlano 
miramar fl 33029 
insight2626@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucio Martinez 
hialeah fl 33012 
lmart322@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachael Reitano 
33331 
rreit005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malihka Louis-Jean 
miami fl 33168 
mloui048@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Vasquez 
hialeah gardens fl 33018 
jennifervasquezglad@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chance Johnson 
miami florida 33137 
c.johnson2014@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Florence Jean Louis 
650 NE 149 STREET APT 510A MIAMI FL 33161 
florencejl88@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karl Magalaman 
miramar fl 330127 
kmaga004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Shelton 
Plantation Florida 33317 
drdawnmshelton@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Boyd 
miami fl 33150 
katrinaboyd17@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kisha Holt 
Plantation FL 33324 
kionnie@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sammy Hadi 
Sweetwater FL 33174 
hhadi001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malcolm Berry 
33147 
mberry3360@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Damian Donaire 
Miami Florida 33154 
damianz007@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria J Phillips 
Boca Raton Fl 33498 
gloriajphillips1@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathalie Osson 
miami, fl 33174 
nosson10@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harvin Navarette 
miami fl 33122 
harvinnavarrete@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emma Nascimento 
miami florida 33138 
emmaniac666@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Zepeda 
miami florida 33161 
luigizepeda@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bardetta Haygood 
Lauderhill, Florida 33319 
bdhaygood@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudina Salomon 
miami fl 33162 
claudina.salomon@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kai P. Lustick 
Plantation FL 33324 
kaiphillipslustick@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Johnson 
miami fl 33055 
afamfam75@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tayiesha Nelson 
tallahassee fl 32313 
tanelson595@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ramona Hall 
Plantation FL 33324 
ramonadhall@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cordero 
hialeah fl 33016 
guppy32561@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony D Hall 
Davie Fl 33330 
ahallcpa@ahallcpa.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Tartack 
Davie FL 33328 
dfcalonge@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edwish Jean Baptiste 
davie fl 33330 
adhllc.propertymgr@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yaima Vega 
33137 
yvega8009@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami fl 33147 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamica Patterson 
north miami beach fl 
mz.mica08@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami florida 33162 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Cheers 
Planation FL 33325 
mdcheers_003@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gillian Kelly 
Weston FL 33331 
kellygillian@att.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Florence Jean Louis 
650 NE 149 STREET APT 510A MIAMI FL 33161 
florencejl88@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Shelton 
Plantation Florida 33317 
drdawnmshelton@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Boyd 
miami fl 33150 
katrinaboyd17@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kisha Holt 
Plantation FL 33324 
kionnie@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malcolm Berry 
33147 
mberry3360@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria J Phillips 
Boca Raton Fl 33498 
gloriajphillips1@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harvin Navarette 
miami fl 33122 
harvinnavarrete@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emma Nascimento 
miami florida 33138 
emmaniac666@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bardetta Haygood 
Lauderhill, Florida 33319 
bdhaygood@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudina Salomon 
miami fl 33162 
claudina.salomon@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kai P. Lustick 
Plantation FL 33324 
kaiphillipslustick@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Johnson 
miami fl 33055 
afamfam75@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tayiesha Nelson 
tallahassee fl 32313 
tanelson595@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ramona Hall 
Plantation FL 33324 
ramonadhall@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cordero 
hialeah fl 33016 
guppy32561@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony D Hall 
Davie Fl 33330 
ahallcpa@ahallcpa.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Tartack 
Davie FL 33328 
dfcalonge@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pablo Cano 
weston fl 33326 
pcano008@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
German Chavez 
33136 
helencruz40@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carla Carden 
miramar fl 33029 
ccard065@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bianca Hill 
Miami,FL33189 
biancahill03@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Britney Dean 
miami florida 33174 
bdean007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Doolin 
Miami Fl 33174 
adool003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valerie Aldana 
miami FL 33186 
valda003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonella Formisano 
miami, fl, 33174 
formi95@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericson Anilus 
miami, fl, 33162 
eanil001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Reinoso 
hialeah florida 33015 
mrein020@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Syed T. Ahmed 
Miami Florida 33143 
Syed.Ahmed002@mymdc.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Martinez  
miami fl 33147 
jneb503@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
JC Espinosa 
Miami FL 33145 
espinosj@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ethan Dominguez 
miami.florida.33186 
edomi015@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Harvey 
north miami fl 33161 
vharvey12@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Valdivia 
33029 
laurasmiles58@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Furst 
miami beach 33140 
furstaaron@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Ramirez 
33165 
natisofia95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Greshko 
miami florida 33174 
andy072195@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Busse 
miami, FL, 33143 
cbuss004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Cardoso 
miami florida 33185  
lola4eve@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ariel Miller 
miami fl 33174 
amill123@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Leon 
doral fl 33178 
leonjennifer13@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Mejia 
33189 
danielam.mejia@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivette Duran 
surfside, FL, 33154 
idura007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Castaneda 
miramar fl 33027 
kcastaneda0823@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susana Guzman  
miami florida 33185 
sguzm030@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Desmond Petit 
hollywood fl 33024 
dpeti004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Janette Hernandez 
33023 
judith_1417@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Neira  
miami florida 33174 
cneira94@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Polini 
miami fl 33174 
kpoli006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jazmin Rhodes 
miami fl 33174 
jrhod014@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Oscar Villa 
pembroke pines,fl 33026, 
oroncallo96@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Smith 
weston  
ksmit103@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Gomez 
coral Springs FL 33071 
valgomez95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monica Morkos 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
monicam93@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jhulian Spaulding 
Southwest Ranches FL 33331 
jhuliansp@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erma Johnson 
pembroke pines fl 
johnsone@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Liliana Garcia 
aventura fl 33160 
lgarc271@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kuarich Galicia 
Miami FL 33125 
kgali004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Baran 
33125 
notelodoy@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordi Gonzalez 
Miami FL 33155 
jordigonzalez@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicholas Midttun 
miami fl 33498 
nicomidttun@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrian Gutierrez 
hialeah fl 33018 
aguti148@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hillary Ovalle 
Boca Raton Florida 33428 
hillaovalle@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Mederos 
miami fl 33144 
amede015@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Rebolledo 
miami fl 33178 
v.rebolledo95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Sanchez 
hialeah fl 33014 
melissas785@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Martinez 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
juanete444@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Accetturo 
Davie Florida 33314 
aacce001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Celine Perez 
miami gardens fl 33055 
cpere281@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Sanchez 
hialeah FL 33014 
gabehsanchez@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Acosta  
miami florida 33143 
steph_acosta@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Arevalo 
doral fl 33178 
dani.arevalo36@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valerie Cher 
miramar fl 33023 
vcher006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Giancarlos Mairena 
Pembroke Pines FL 33029 
mairenag@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Perlaza 
Pembroke Pines Fl 33029 
karina.perlaza@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samera Nath 
Miami FL 33174 
trinigirl.sammy@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Curry 
orlando fl 32806 
chriscurry996@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Rhea 
32789 
rheatrs@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Walsh 
port orange fl 32128 
mike@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Frank Detoma 
winter park fl 32790 
frankdetoma@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Dellecker 
Orlando Fl 32804 
rdellecker@dwklaw.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Fay 
Orlando FL 32806 
bilfay@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaushik 
33166 
akaushik@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittney Allison 
33174 
nfs1224@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Palacios 
miami florida 33183 
rebeccapalacios222@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rudy Franco 
miami fl 33033 
rfranco379@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tia Tyndal 
chicopee MA 01020 
tiatyndal@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Keener 
miami fl 33166 
ckeen003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Gil 
Doral Fl 33178 
mariacgv@outlook.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tinu Orindare 
miami florida 33161 
atinuke59@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rassan Smith 
Miami FL 33199 
rsmit208@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bijon Brydson 
bowie md 20716 
bdbrydson@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bernard Mercier 
miramar fl 33029 
yooxbernie@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prospere 
miami fl 33174 
nadine22n@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nichole Williams 
Homestead Florida 33032 
vantify88@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Portela 
miami fl 33182 
kevinportela@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keara Morales  
33174 
kmorales2012@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pamela Garcia 
miami florida 33131 
garpam02@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Walker 
miami fl 33156 
jwalker2005@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Cerra 
miami fl 33174 
jcerr009@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zachary Moreira 
Pembroke Pines Fl 33027 
zacharymoreira95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Carreno 
miami fl 33125 
ccarreno523@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anya Spaulding 
southwest ranches fl 33331 
anya.spaulding14@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yousef Alharim 
Miami Florida 33193 
yalha004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jacqueline Jimenez 
miami fl 33170 
jjime112@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Taboada  
miami fl 33129 
ktabo004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Diaz 
doral florida 33178 
adiaz390@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Medina 
miami fl 33177 
nicolej.medina22@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Powell 
cutlerbay fl 33190 
apalm039@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Cayard 
miami fl 33126 
lscayard@gmail.co 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Woodly Biennescar 
33161 
woodlyc@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryant Estadella 
Hialeah Fl 33016 
bryantge21@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Damas 
hialeah florida 33014 
jdama007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vladimir Pierre 
Miramar Florida 33023 
vpier025@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Saira Khan 
33897 
saira567@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Nwaobi 
miami. fl 33174 
jnwaobi1@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Celis 
miami beach florida 33141 
jceli003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Castillo 
miami fl 33178 
alexacaesco@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joel Cruz 
miami, fl 33126 
jcruz073@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Fiandor 
miami springs fl 33166 
chrisfiandor1@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Cardoso 
miami, fl 33185 
acard108@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Bovo 
miami fl 33185 
abovo002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talia Gonzalez 
Miami,FL,33133 
taliag96@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Branden Couto 
miami florida 33165 
bcouto1991@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Callahan 
miami fl 33193 
hccallah@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Alonso 
miramar florida 33029 
gea350@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Blanco 
Miami Fl 33184 
cblanco0315@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Santana 
33176 
tonitos89@yahoo.es 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chelsea Morrison 
sunrise, fl 33322 
chelsea.morrison15@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Derek Barcelo 
miami fl 33183 
derek_barcelo@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ibrahim El~Nasra 
miami florida 33185 
ssjgiotto@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donnald Aiken 
miami fl 33157 
dthomas1994@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tennison Harmitt 
miami fl 33169 
tharm005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Gonzalez 
miami fl 33185 
mgonz@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Thomas Caprara 
miami fl 33180 
thomascaprara@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Avila 
miami florida 33018 
jorgeisg@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Laurent 
miramar fl 33027 
laurenta94@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nyala Bully  
miami FL 33157 
nyala13@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Taboada 
miami fl 33129 
ktabo004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Deja Ramdass 
Orlando FL 32824 
dramd009@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Cayard 
miami fl 33126 
lscayard@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brando Alibrandi 
33141 
brandoalibrandi@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Henry Garcia 
hialeah Fl 33012 
garciah249@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Perez 
hialeah fl 33012 
jackson55645@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristhian Perez 
hialeah FL 33016 
cristhian.perez@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Pereda 
miami lakes fl 33016 
peredamatthew@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johann Monteagudo 
miami florida 33125 
johann.monteagudo@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Odili-Onu 
Miami Florida 33174 
kodil001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucia Minervini 
Miami FL 
luciaopera@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Wettberg 
33199 
ericvonwettberg@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Suset Perez 
miami florida 33177 
susetp@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pablo Hereter 
miami florida 33196 
pablohereter@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Gonzalez 
miami fl 33143 
nbaplayer15d@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Akemi Andrade 
Hollywood Fl 33024 
Akemia1996@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Arzola 
Miami Florida 33125 
aarzo005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leo Varon 
hialeah fl 33018 
lvaron21@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Trivino 
Weston Florida 33327 
dannytrivino@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julio Bermudez 
hollywood fl 33024 
jberm001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Khadijah Joseph Raymond 
Miami FL 33174 
raymond.khadijah@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Maurat 
33168 
rmaur001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori Wilk 
delray beach.FL 33446 
pr@successipes.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jon Murakami 
Ft. Lauderdale Florida 33312 
jmurakami@psav.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Laliberte 
hollywood florida 33020 
lauralaliberte@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Kolodz 
boca raton  
dkolodz@palmbeachfl.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary King 
Geneva Fl. 32732 
kingslittlefarm@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gina Killgore 
Orlando Fl 32809 
ginakillgore@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Halley 
orlando florida. 32803 
kshalley@cfl.rr.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Neptaly Mirrieles 
100 SW 91st Avenue apt 206 Plantation Florida 33324 
nmirrieles@hotwire.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randy Halley 
Orlando FL 32803 
rhalley@cfl.rr.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Autumn Abell 
Winter Springs Fl. 32708 
aka11113@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiffani Spivak 
Ft lauderdale florida 33304 
planbff@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Schultz 
Fort Lauderdale fl 33309 
chris@fairestories.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Abell 
Winter Springs fl. 32708 
abell.stephanie@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mitch Blum 
33180 
mitch@go2events.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michaelfinkelson 
pompano beach fl. 33064 
michaelfinkelson@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aviles 
miami florida 33172 
pablofaviles@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eliany Garcia 
miami fl 33170 
elianyg_15@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Disla 
hialeah fl 33015 
gdisl001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Maya 
doral fl 33178 
mayalejo.786@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Polanco 
doral fl 33178 
gabrielapolanco1@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andre Jones 
miami fl 33177 
andre.fti.jones@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 Jhavar Leakey  
miami fl 33175 
jhavar4u@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mardoqueu Mesquita 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
mmesq001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elvis Sosa 
hialeah gardens fl 33018 
esosa012@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Sanchez 
miami fl 33125 
jsanc341@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Alonso 
miami fl 33147 
aalonso0804@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Krystal Bury 
miami FL 33196 
knury003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Ph 
pembroke pines florida 33027 
azn_angel1554@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Byron Navarro 
miami fl 33185  
byronn@me.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Brito 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
carlosbrito0420@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Suarez 
miami fl 33134 
ksuar023@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jenny Parra Fuerte 
pembroke pines FL 33024 
japarra92@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Romero 
miami lakes florida 33018 
srome036@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Martinez 
miami fl 33144 
kmat@msn.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yesenia Ceballos 
miami fl 33175 
yceba004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Pueschel 
miami fl 33157 
alexispueschel@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melany Gonzalez 
Miami FL 33186 
mgonz709@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Rodriguez 
miami fl 33175 
jrodr796@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudier Molina 
miami fl 33175 
claudiermariemolina19@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrian Bekhrad 
davie fl 33324 
abekh002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Lashbrook 
miami fl 33196 
kel2033@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Portuondo 
key buscayne fl 33149 
dport@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Fernandez 
miami florida 33177 
afern449@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mahasha Greffin 
pompano beach fl 33064 
mgref003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francois Alexandre 
miami fl 33138 
falex001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edwin Ore 
hialeah fl 33018 
juvictradecorp@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Faiza Mansuri 
miramar fl 33027 
mansuri.faiza@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Pellet 
miami fl 33165 
pelletk@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro 
miami fl 33175 
alecossio@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andy Oceguera 
miami florida 33157 
aoceg001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Viergela Louidor 
miami florida 33131 
vloui008@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Centeno 
miami fl 33173 
john.10@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randall Tallent 
miami fl 33174 
tallent.randall@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adam Johnson 
 hollywood fl 33023 
ajohn240@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Thurel 
tamarac FL 33321 
sthur007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
ANTONELLA GOMEZ 
MIAMI FL 33176 
ANTO13@BELLSOUTH.NET 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zak Tredvi 
miami fl 33156 
zeetrebb@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Austin Winn 
key largo florida 33037 
redsmhst@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriella Amngiafreni 
miami florida 33174 
gmangiafreno@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Faith Hines 
miami fl 33174 
fay13587@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sebastian Aguirre 
miami fl 33157 
viperaguirre@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Knevon Peart 
33317 
p_knevon93@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonas 
Miami Florida 33032 
jonasraw@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Haesler 
miami fl 33145 
mgonz721@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Weiland 
miami fl 33177 
maw0809@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adedolapo Alonge 
33157 
aalon097@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shenica Tulloch 
2401 nw 60th terrace sunrise fl 33312 
shenica_tulloch@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Palenzuela 
weston florida 33327 
jpale013@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tricia Hoffman 
miami fl 33172 
tricia.hoffman@me.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristian Howard 
33165 
chowa009@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gisela Jorge 
miami fl 33155 
giselajorge_305@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tyrone Giffrard 
Naples Florida 
dgiff002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcus Houston 
royal palm beach florida 33411 
houston112842@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ray Boyle 
miami fl 33176 
rboyl008@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Bush 
west palm beach fl 33417 
nbush004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vince Rives 
miami. florida 33165 
vjrives@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcos Nieto 
miami florida 33165 
mnieto88@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joel Pathiyil 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
georgpathiyil@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bianca Guerrero 
miami fl 33125 
bguer030@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Sequeira 
key biscayne fl 33149 
quantumcre@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pedro Valencia 
pembroke pines FL 33027 
pvale027@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sergio Cruz 
miami fl 33174 
sergio.cruz@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcussingh 
hollywood fl 33024 
leo707@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Olivianapper 
sebring fl 33875 
onapp001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jusn  
miami fl 33186 
juan_patron@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Madison Calleiro 
miami florida 33143 
mcalleiro13@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leo Ceballos 
miami fl 33174 
leo.ceballos@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Sanchez 
miami florida 33189 
jsanc361@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yariel Malave 
33134 
ymala004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allen Varela 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
meeper35@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amirah Ahmed 
homestead fl 33032 
aahme033@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melanie St Fleur 
Pembroke Pines FL 33029 
melyy.lynn@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Nelsom 
miami florida 33032 
jnels050@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tina Solis 
miami fl 33199 
tsolis@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Isabella Zengotita 
miami springs fl 33166 
izeng001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reginald Richardson 
33174 
rrich006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebekah Antoine 
miami, fl 33162 
ranto003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caro Alpizar 
miami fl 33134 
cactuscaro@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jochi Ortega 
Miami FL 33165 
ortegjoch@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dariel Hernandez 
hialeah fl 33012 
dariel521@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Berrios 
miami, fl 33174 
marknertin@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Megan Lizano 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
mliza008@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlin Keene 
33194 
ckeen007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hunter Dubois 
34990 
th3h40@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Sosa 
Miami Fl 33166 
asosa046@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Davis 
33174 
sldavis93@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lyric Haywood 
Miami FL 33174 
lhayw004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Abraham Zuniga 
miramar fl 33025 
abraham_zuniga@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Morgan Mendis 
miami fl 33130 
mmend130@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Cardona 
miami FL 33015 
cardona.paula@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Rocabado 
miami fl 33176 
aroca016@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nasya Moise 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
nmois001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Pinera 
miami fl 33155 
eddie2526@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lopez 
miami fl 
klope120@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucia Greco 
miami florida 33172 
lgrec002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruben Villasmil 
miramar florida 33027 
rvill081@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malykai Mejia 
miami fl 33174 
mmejia.recall@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Orlando Rodriguez 
miami fl 33194 
orodr090@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Hernandez 
coral gables fl 33183 
dhern237@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Wood 
miami fl. 33173 
rwood11458@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maylin Gonzalez 
33012 
mgonz247@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlota Rodriguez 
Miami Fl 33178 
charlottesr@outlook.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Lopez 
miami florida 33187 
jlope200@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Bertinelli 
miami florida 33172 
troubleangel96@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Valdes 
West Miami, FL. 33144 
evald007@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Quintana  
Miami FL 33183  
kquintana17@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Rodriguez 
miami shores fl 33138 
rodrigej@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jannell Padron 
pembroke pines fl 33333 
jannellpadron@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christian De Leon 
miami fl 33015 
cadeleon14@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fabiola Charles 
north miami beach fl 33162 
fabiola.charles002@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiany Hernandez 
miami florida 33175 
tianykh96@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrian Cintas  
miami fl 33133 
acintas92@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Mendoza 
miami fl 33165 
danielmdoza@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Alonso 
miami lakes fl 33016 
nalon004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicolas Castel 
33156 
nicolasccastel@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Barrios 
Miami FL 33187 
annacarolina1990@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jace Perry 
33033 
atlmovie01@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Coello 
miami, fl 33186 
ccoello1226@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clemente Marisa 
coral sorings fl 33076 
mkc9377@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeremy Rivera 
cooper city Florida 33026 
j.rivera1793@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eduardo Ibarra 
miami florida 33176 
eddyi57@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Edwards 
32801 
gregedwards.mail@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Whitehurst 
orlando florida 32803 
cindywhitehurst@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Edwards 
orlando florida 32801 
julieedwardsemail@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Edwards 
orlando florida 32801 
julieedwardsemail@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Whitehurst 
orlando florida 32803 
cindywhitehurst@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Edwards 
32801 
gregedwards.mail@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Vilfranc 
miami fl 33179 
block.lh38@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Evens Lafrance 
plantation fl 34322 
fgtfdg@kli.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Demetrese Brown 
biscayne park fl 33161 
bigmechie21@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dominique Rivers 
miami fl 33136 
marthawhisby@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leatrice Gachette 
Miami FL 33161 
emmylg331@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elijah Wells 
miami fl 33136 
marthawhisby@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Jackson 
Miami Fl 33142 
pastorj@spcmiami.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riuka Meir 
miami fl 33130 
ruika@doctorriuka.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Cook  
palm beach gardens fl 33404 
victorjcook@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alison Tomlinson 
33129 
allstarzat@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Neil Hall 
miami fl 33150 
dneilhall@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Iglesias  
miami 33130 
jorge@miamimbda.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
CARLTON STYLES 
miami fl 33167 
bell.willie@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonelle Adderley 
miami fl 33136 
jadeerley@miamigov.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monyette Ashley 
miami fl 33129 
mash@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudious Thompson 
miami fl 33129 
claud@miamidade.gov 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Schultz 
west Palm Beach Florida 33401 
jason_mi_schultz@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elise Murley 
orlando florida 32832 
emurley@knights.ucf.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Barry 
West Palm Beach Florida 33403 
steve@barryandcompany.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Barry 
West Palm Beach Florida 33402 
Chrispbarry@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Murley 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33303 
lauren.murley@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joy Austin 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33302 
joymaustin@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rick Dunaj 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33304 
rick@stanron.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Dunaj 
Fort Lauderdale  florida 33301 
dunaj@mac.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Dunaj 
Fort lauderdale Florida 33304 
alexdunaj@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elaine Petrassi 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33304 
elaine.petrassi@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Dunaj 
Fort Lauderdale florida 33301 
rdunaj@bdo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heather Andrews 
Lake Worth, 33467 
handrews@palmbeachfl.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Shawn Webster 
1010 n.e 16th street fort lauderdale 33304 
shawnwebster99@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marsha Freedman 
plantation fl 33324 
mfreedma@broward.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hugh Higgins 
Fort Lauderdale FL. 33308 
higgins2020@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eduardo Briones 
weston florida 33327 
ebriones68@live.com.mx 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Gerson 
33138 
steve.gerson.rdfresh@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Haydee C Rodriguez 
Weston Florida 33326 
hmcr1949@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lee Waldo 
lighthouse point florida 33064 
tomandleewaldo@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leo Epstein 
boynton beach fl 33435 
leogarbage@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Smith 
47630 
ksmith62@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Smith 
42301 
kelly.smith@daviess.kyschools.us 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Hernandez 
pembroke pines Fl 33026 
quavoguy2111@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Beatriz Saiz 
Miami FL 33176 
bs16305@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cesar Castillo 
hialeah Fl 33010 
ccast235@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marc Singh 
hollywood 
lorenzo101@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tim Wong 
33025 
twong016@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Saavedra 
Miami FL 33155 
msaav021@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Leon 
miami 33131 
mslt_173@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyza Russell 
fort lauderdale florida 33316 
alyzarussell@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Alsaid 
33029 
salsa025@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victoria Hernandez 
miami fl 33157 
vhern093@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Travis Mclaughlin 
miami fl 33133 
mclaughlintravis@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Enrique Varona 
miami florida 33186 
enrique.varona@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Najee Lee 
miami’fl 33127 
n.m.lee@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Martinez 
Miami fl 33196 
chris.j.martinez@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Correa 
33186 
scorr234@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Del Pozo 
Miramar FL 33027 
bdelpozo22@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Flores 
miramar fl 33027 
mflor107@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lindsie Velasco 
Miami Florida 33183 
lvelasco14@bobcats.olla.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillermo Lievano 
miami fl 33176 
lievanomemo@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Eccles 
Miami Florida 33157 
aeccl003@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Gonzalez 
Miami, FL 33145 
just-me-emi@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Echevarria 
miami florida 33145 
deche023@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rocio Masso 
miami fl 33186 
rmass014@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Salome Garcia 
33014 
sgarc226@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Santiago Archieri 
miami beach florida 33141 
santi9089@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Saavedra 
Miami Florida 33155 
sarmichalli@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eugenio Martinez 
Miami Fl 33129 
gino.srhs@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcus 
33176 
staraiders@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jackeline Goenaga 
miami flrida 33155 
jgoen001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clairis Perez 
miami florida 33165  
claire.1000@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Quinones 
miami florida 33182 
carolinaquinones@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruhayne Enriquez 
miami fl 33174 
ruhayne12@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pratt Senatus 
32825 
prattsenatus@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Alamo 
32832 
jecajess@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Betty Wheeler 
orlando fl 32801 
ewheeler@ewheelerpa.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tamaa Patterson 
altamonte springs fl 32714 
tuplu@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ca_Rol 
carol 
davebeaumontjr@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hassan Mohamed 
orlando,florida,32817 
itshamo87@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roscoe Charity 
orlando florida 32808 
rwcharity@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly then existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each movable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivannia Van Arman 
miami, fl, 33155 
ivannia@mac.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stella Smith 
33131 
stellatsmith@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly then existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ali Soule 
miami,fl 33129 
absoule@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Guitar 
33131 
johnnygsurf@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pkij 
kimjl 
ikik@mmk.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alberto Britos 
33172 
abritos1110@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Avery 
33020 
c.javery@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Robbins 
miami fl 33157 
brobbins@fontainebleau.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Cabre 
miami, fl 33196 
mcabre@fbmb.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Perez  
miami fl 33183 
kperez@fbmb.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Igor Omerhodzic 
33160 
concierge78@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Hutchinson 
pembroke pines fl 
kimberly@kthpr.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Abad 
miami fl 33183 
a.abad@me.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Galen Hutchinson 
pembroke pines florida 33026 
ghutchinson2013@fau.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diego Dantas 
Miami beach fl 33139 
diego.dantas@whotels.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reid Hutchinson 
Pembroke Pines FL 33026-2273 
reidhutch@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paola Peschiera 
miami fl 33131 
ppeschiera@mohg.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Castro 
Miami Florida 33175 
dacaru10@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jc Freyre 
key biscayne Florida 33149 
jcfreyre@outlook.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Gardela 
miami fl 33150 
wi4000concierge@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Mcleod 
Tucson AZ 85750 
amcleod@simpleviewinc.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pedro Alvarado 
33139 
pedro.alvarado@southbeachgroup.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carol Henderson 
plantation fl 
carollee.henderson@allaboardflorida.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Rivera 
Miami Gardens FL 33029 
concierge@residenceducap.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tracy Smith Coffey 
33435 
smith-coffeyt@bbfl.us 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ileana Marin 
coral gables florida 33134 
ileana.marin@flaglergl.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Annie Weizenecker 
Miami, FL 33130 
aweizenecker@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georgia Santana 
miami beach fl33139 
georgiarose53@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeri Jandovitz 
33179 
jeri3000@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Esther Mitrani 
Coral Gables Florida 33134 
Esther.Mitrani@allaboardflorida.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mathew Webb 
33150 
mathew.webb@allaboardflorida.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Deutsch 
orlando fl 32819 
deutsba@agmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rene Faustin  
Miami Beach FL 33139 
rene@iconsouthbeach.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luisa Chu 
Miami fl 33179 
lchu@2000building.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kerrymorrissey 
delraybeach florida 33486 
kerrymorrissey@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Osorno 
miami . fl 33133 
posornoz81@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gregory Dillard 
Greenacres,Florida,33415 
greg@grapeseeker.tv 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Trujillo 
miami fl 33177 
ptrujillo@biltmorehotel.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tony Theissen 
jupiter, fl, 33458 
ttheissen@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Gonzalez 
miami springs fl 33166 
alexg625@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Methania Nia 
33139 
mnia@wyndham.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Lefevre 
Coral Gables, FL, 33134 
michaelwlefevre@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lily Etemadi 
tallahassee FL 32311 
lilye@visitflorida.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wendy Johnson 
hollywood.FL 
wjohnson@hollywoodfl.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Keaveney 
wilbur-by-the-sea 
skeaveney@shoresresort.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Cameron 
32174 
angela.cameron690@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Mensch 
20005 
rmensch@ustravel.org 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vernon Collins 
33063 
vcollins_dvd@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Judy Erickson 
33312 
judy.erickson@westin.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randy Halley 
orlando florida. 32803 
rhalley@cfl.rr.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joyce Danser 
Niceville Florida 32578 
joyce.danser@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Antalek 
Boynton Beach FL 33436 
jm11@antelligent.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robyn Chiarelli 
Deerfield Beach, Florida, 33441 
robynchiarelli@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Chrisanthus 
delray beach. fl. 33483 
schrisanthus@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bourgoing 
34217 
lauren.bourgoing@milespartnership.cm 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Silvia Calvino 
33160 
scalvino00@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Poitras 
miami beach FL 33139 
concierge@continuumsouthtower.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hernan Del Llano 
miami beach fl 33139 
hernan.delllano@fourseasons.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ernesto Aragon 
miami florida 33137 
earagon0175@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Walter Duarte 
33184 
walter.duarte@fourseasons.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Merdochey Lafrance 
Miami, FL 33138 
mt.lafrance@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melina Carrillo 
33131 
melinalatina@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yvelisse Bonilla 
coral gables, FL 33134 
bonillay500@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
KC Slager 
Miami. Florida.  33186 
slacker1225@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Bewley 
north miami beach fl 33160 
jason.bewley@allaboardflorida.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Russell Vacante 
Nokesville VA 20181 
russv@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bonillaj500@Gmail.Com 
coral gables fl 33134 
bonillaj500@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Vazquez 
miami, fl 33176 
vazquez602@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Vazquez 
miami, fl 33176 
vazquez602@comcast.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivannia Van Arman 
miami fl 33155 
ivannia@mac.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Scott Sanders 
33133 
diane.sanders@cox.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Alvarez 
Miami, FL 33176 
jessicap715@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Bello 
33196 
milli565@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Rodriguez 
Pembroke Pines, FL 33028 
arod954@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eddy Rodriguez 
Miami,Fl 33145 
eddy033@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jackeline Gil 
Miami, Florida 33177 
jgil06@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angelina Bonilla 
coral gables fl 33134 
aliana22697@yahoo.comm 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Russell Roberts 
Longwood fl 32779 
roberts2117@att.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Madden 
winter park fl 32792 
viejo58@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jolie Bonanti 
nokesville fl 20181 
ggghjjj@kjjj.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ben Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
ben.hopfinger@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Martha Wichert 
plantation florida 33322 
ptmarmar@bellsouth.net 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Duvall 
pembroke pines fl 33026 
maduvall21@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Madden 
winter park fl 32792 
viejo58@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendall Moore 
Rockledge Florida 32955 
kendall@meblawfirm.com 







Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Geoff Sluggett 
West Palm Beach. FL. 33401 
gbs@sluggett.com 
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		10276441-NO-H-ANTONELLA FORMISANO

		10276442-YES-THE-ERICSON ANILUS

		10276444-NO-S-MARIA REINOSO

		10276445-NO-TSHE-SYED T. AHMED

		10276446-NO-SE-CARLOS MARTINEZ 

		10276447-YES-TSHE-JC ESPINOSA

		10276448-NO-TH-ETHAN DOMINGUEZ

		10276449-NO-E-VANESSA HARVEY

		10276450-NO-TSHE-LAURA VALDIVIA

		10276451-NO-T-AARON FURST

		10276452-NO-E-NATALIA RAMIREZ

		10276453-YES-T-ANDREW GRESHKO

		10276455-NO-HE-CAROLINA BUSSE

		10276457-YES-T-LAURA CARDOSO

		10276458-NO-TSH-ARIEL MILLER

		10276459-NO-T-JENNIFER LEON

		10276460-NO-TSHE-DANIELA MEJIA

		10276462-NO-SE-IVETTE DURAN

		10276465-NO-H-KARINA CASTANEDA

		10276466-YES-S-SUSANA GUZMAN 

		10276467-NO-TS-DESMOND PETIT

		10276468-NO-E-JANETTE HERNANDEZ

		10276471-NO-E-CASSANDRA NEIRA 

		10276472-NO-TSE-KARINA POLINI

		10276474-NO-TH-JAZMIN RHODES

		10276475-NO-T-OSCAR VILLA

		10276476-NO-T-KELLY SMITH

		10276477-NO-SHE-VALENTINA GOMEZ

		10276478-NO-S-MONICA MORKOS

		10276479-NO-T-JHULIAN SPAULDING

		10276480-NO-TS-ERMA JOHNSON

		10276481-NO-TSHE-LILIANA GARCIA

		10276482-NO-TSH-KUARICH GALICIA

		10276483-SKIP-H-JORGE BARAN

		10276484-NO-TS-JORDI GONZALEZ

		10276485-YES-TSHE-NICHOLAS MIDTTUN

		10276487-NO-SH-ADRIAN GUTIERREZ

		10276488-YES-H-HILLARY OVALLE

		10276490-YES-T-ALEX MEDEROS

		10276492-NO-T-VALENTINA REBOLLEDO

		10276493-NO-TH-MELISSA SANCHEZ

		10276494-NO-S-JUAN MARTINEZ

		10276495-NO-E-AMANDA ACCETTURO

		10276496-NO-S-CELINE PEREZ

		10276497-NO-TSHE-GABRIELA SANCHEZ

		10276498-NO-HE-STEPHANIE ACOSTA 

		10276500-NO-TSHE-DANIELA AREVALO

		10276503-NO-T-VALERIE CHER

		10276504-YES-TE-GIANCARLOS MAIRENA

		10276505-NO-T-KARINA PERLAZA

		10276506-NO-TS-SAMERA NATH

		10281804-NO-TE-CHRIS CURRY

		10281805-NO-S-JOHN RHEA

		10281806-NO-T-MICHAEL WALSH

		10281807-YES-TS-FRANK DETOMA

		10281808-NO-TE-ROBERT DELLECKER

		10281809-NO-E-WILLIAM FAY

		10285333-YES-T-KAUSHIK

		10285334-NO-T-BRITTNEY ALLISON

		10285335-YES-H-REBECCA PALACIOS

		10285336-YES-E-RUDY FRANCO

		10285337-YES-T-TIA TYNDAL

		10285338-YES-T-CHRISTOPHER KEENER

		10285340-NO-E-MARIA GIL

		10285341-YES-T-TINU ORINDARE

		10285342-YES-S-RASSAN SMITH

		10285343-NO-T-BIJON BRYDSON

		10285344-YES-T-BERNARD MERCIER

		10285345-NO-H-PROSPERE

		10290434-NO-T-NICHOLE WILLIAMS

		10290435-YES-E-KEVIN PORTELA

		10290436-YES-E-KEARA MORALES 

		10290437-NO-E-PAMELA GARCIA

		10290438-YES-E-JOHN WALKER

		10290440-NO-H-JONATHAN CERRA

		10290441-YES-T-ZACHARY MOREIRA

		10290442-NO-T-CAROLINA CARRENO

		10290443-YES-THE-ANYA SPAULDING

		10290444-NO-T-YOUSEF ALHARIM

		10290445-NO-E-JACQUELINE JIMENEZ

		10290446-SKIP-T-KATRINA TABOADA 

		10290447-NO-H-ALEXANDRA DIAZ

		10290448-NO-H-NICOLE MEDINA

		10290449-NO-T-ANNA POWELL

		10290450-NO-T-LISA CAYARD

		10290451-YES-H-WOODLY BIENNESCAR

		10290452-YES-TH-BRYANT ESTADELLA

		10290453-YES-T-JORGE DAMAS

		10290454-NO-T-VLADIMIR PIERRE

		10290455-YES-T-SAIRA KHAN

		10290456-SKIP-T-JENNIFER NWAOBI

		10290457-YES-E-JUAN CELIS

		10290458-YES-T-ALEXANDRA CASTILLO

		10290460-NO-T-JOEL CRUZ

		10290461-YES-T-CHRIS FIANDOR

		10290462-NO-T-ALEXANDRA CARDOSO

		10290463-NO-E-ALEXANDRA BOVO

		10290464-NO-T-TALIA GONZALEZ

		10290465-NO-THE-BRANDEN COUTO

		10290466-YES-S-CHRISTINA CALLAHAN

		10290467-NO-H-GABRIEL ALONSO

		10290468-NO-T-CASSANDRA BLANCO

		10290469-NO-T-ANTONIO SANTANA

		10290471-NO-T-CHELSEA MORRISON

		10290472-NO-T-DEREK BARCELO

		10290473-NO-TS-IBRAHIM EL~NASRA

		10290474-NO-E-DONNALD AIKEN

		10290475-YES-T-TENNISON HARMITT

		10290476-NO-T-MICHELLE GONZALEZ

		10290478-NO-S-THOMAS CAPRARA

		10290479-YES-T-JORGE AVILA

		10290481-NO-T-ALEXANDRA LAURENT

		10290482-YES-TSHE-NYALA BULLY 

		10290483-YES-T-KATRINA TABOADA

		10290485-YES-TH-DEJA RAMDASS

		10290486-NO-T-LISA CAYARD

		10290488-NO-T-BRANDO ALIBRANDI

		10290489-YES-TSHE-HENRY GARCIA

		10290491-NO-H-CARLOS PEREZ

		10290492-YES-T-CRISTHIAN PEREZ

		10290494-YES-THE-MATTHEW PEREDA

		10290495-NO-T-JOHANN MONTEAGUDO

		10290496-YES-T-KELLY ODILI-ONU

		10290498-NO-SE-LUCIA MINERVINI

		10290499-NO-E-ERIC WETTBERG

		10290500-YES-T-SUSET PEREZ

		10290501-YES-TSHE-PABLO HERETER

		10290502-NO-H-DANIEL GONZALEZ

		10290503-NO-E-AKEMI ANDRADE

		10290504-NO-T-ANTONIO ARZOLA

		10290506-NO-H-LEO VARON

		10290507-NO-TSHE-DANIEL TRIVINO

		10290509-YES-T-JULIO BERMUDEZ

		10290510-YES-S-KHADIJAH JOSEPH RAYMOND

		10290511-YES-T-RUTH MAURAT

		10342763-YES-T-LORI WILK

		10342766-YES-TE-JON MURAKAMI

		10342768-NO-T-LAURA LALIBERTE

		10342769-NO-T-DON KOLODZ

		10342770-NO-E-MARY KING

		10342771-NO-H-GINA KILLGORE

		10342772-NO-S-KATHY HALLEY

		10342773-YES-TSH-NEPTALY MIRRIELES

		10342775-YES-TS-RANDY HALLEY

		10342776-NO-T-AUTUMN ABELL

		10342777-NO-S-TIFFANI SPIVAK

		10342778-YES-T-CHRIS SCHULTZ

		10342781-NO-S-STEPHANIE ABELL

		10342782-NO-T-MITCH BLUM

		10342783-NO-TSHE-MICHAELFINKELSON

		10342784-YES-T-AVILES

		10349329-NO-S-ELIANY GARCIA

		10349330-YES-TH-GABRIEL DISLA

		10349331-YES-E-ALEJANDRO MAYA

		10349333-NO-E-GABRIELA POLANCO

		10349334-NO-S-ANDRE JONES

		10349336-YES-T- JHAVAR LEAKEY 

		10349337-YES-E-MARDOQUEU MESQUITA

		10349338-YES-T-ELVIS SOSA

		10349339-YES-T-JESSICA SANCHEZ

		10349340-YES-E-ANTONIO ALONSO

		10349341-YES-T-KRYSTAL BURY

		10349343-NO-E-MEREDITH PH

		10349344-YES-E-BYRON NAVARRO

		10349346-YES-T-CARLOS BRITO

		10349347-YES-H-KARINA SUAREZ

		10349350-YES-S-JENNY PARRA FUERTE

		10349352-YES-SH-SARAH ROMERO

		10349353-NO-T-KEVIN MARTINEZ

		10349354-NO-T-YESENIA CEBALLOS

		10349355-YES-T-ALEXIS PUESCHEL

		10349357-NO-H-MELANY GONZALEZ

		10349358-NO-T-JUAN RODRIGUEZ

		10349359-NO-T-CLAUDIER MOLINA

		10349361-YES-TSHE-ADRIAN BEKHRAD

		10349363-YES-T-KELLY LASHBROOK

		10349364-NO-T-DANIELLA PORTUONDO

		10349365-NO-TSE-ALEXIS FERNANDEZ

		10349366-YES-T-MAHASHA GREFFIN

		10349367-YES-S-FRANCOIS ALEXANDRE

		10349368-YES-T-EDWIN ORE

		10349370-NO-T-FAIZA MANSURI

		10349371-NO-TE-KEVIN PELLET

		10349372-YES-E-ALEJANDRO

		10349374-NO-T-ANDY OCEGUERA

		10349375-YES-E-VIERGELA LOUIDOR

		10349376-NO-T-JOHN CENTENO

		10349377-NO-TSE-RANDALL TALLENT

		10349378-YES-H-ADAM JOHNSON

		10349380-YES-T-STEPHANIE THUREL

		10349381-YES-H-ANTONELLA GOMEZ

		10349382-NO-E-ZAK TREDVI

		10349384-NO-S-AUSTIN WINN

		10349385-NO-T-GABRIELLA AMNGIAFRENI

		10349387-YES-T-FAITH HINES

		10350378-NO-H-SEBASTIAN AGUIRRE

		10350379-YES-TSHE-KNEVON PEART

		10350380-NO-TSE-JONAS

		10350381-YES-T-MARIA HAESLER

		10350382-YES-TSHE-MICHAEL WEILAND

		10350383-NO-S-ADEDOLAPO ALONGE

		10350384-YES-H-SHENICA TULLOCH

		10350385-YES-THE-JUAN PALENZUELA

		10350386-YES-SE-TRICIA HOFFMAN

		10350388-NO-T-CRISTIAN HOWARD

		10350389-NO-E-GISELA JORGE

		10350390-YES-T-TYRONE GIFFRARD

		10350391-YES-T-MARCUS HOUSTON

		10350393-YES-E-RAY BOYLE

		10350394-YES-HE-NICOLE BUSH

		10350395-YES-T-VINCE RIVES

		10350396-YES-TE-MARCOS NIETO

		10350397-NO-THE-JOEL PATHIYIL

		10350398-YES-TH-BIANCA GUERRERO

		10350400-YES-TE-JOHN SEQUEIRA

		10350402-YES-SE-PEDRO VALENCIA

		10350403-NO-TH-SERGIO CRUZ

		10350404-NO-T-MARCUSSINGH

		10350405-YES-TE-OLIVIANAPPER

		10350406-SKIP-S-JUSN 

		10350407-YES-T-MADISON CALLEIRO

		10350409-NO-HE-LEO CEBALLOS

		10350410-NO-SH-JOHN SANCHEZ

		10350411-YES-THE-YARIEL MALAVE

		10350415-NO-TSH-ALLEN VARELA

		10350416-NO-TS-AMIRAH AHMED

		10350417-YES-T-MELANIE ST FLEUR

		10350418-NO-H-JULIA NELSOM

		10350419-NO-T-TINA SOLIS

		10350420-YES-T-ISABELLA ZENGOTITA

		10350421-YES-THE-REGINALD RICHARDSON

		10350422-NO-T-REBEKAH ANTOINE

		10350983-YES-E-CARO ALPIZAR

		10350984-NO-H-JOCHI ORTEGA

		10350985-NO-T-DARIEL HERNANDEZ

		10350986-NO-T-MARK BERRIOS

		10350987-YES-E-MEGAN LIZANO

		10350988-NO-T-CAITLIN KEENE

		10350989-NO-E-HUNTER DUBOIS

		10350990-NO-E-ANA SOSA

		10350991-YES-T-SAMANTHA DAVIS

		10350992-NO-T-LYRIC HAYWOOD

		10350993-YES-T-ABRAHAM ZUNIGA

		10350995-NO-T-MORGAN MENDIS

		10350996-NO-H-PAULA CARDONA

		10350997-NO-E-ALEXA ROCABADO

		10350998-YES-TH-NASYA MOISE

		10351000-YES-T-EDWARD PINERA

		10351001-NO-TS-LOPEZ

		10351002-NO-H-LUCIA GRECO

		10351003-YES-T-RUBEN VILLASMIL

		10351004-NO-E-MALYKAI MEJIA

		10351005-NO-T-ORLANDO RODRIGUEZ

		10351006-YES-TSE-DANIELA HERNANDEZ

		10351007-YES-E-ROBERT WOOD

		10351008-YES-S-MAYLIN GONZALEZ

		10351009-YES-H-CARLOTA RODRIGUEZ

		10351010-SKIP-T-JOSE LOPEZ

		10351011-NO-T-ANGELA BERTINELLI

		10351012-NO-T-ELIZABETH VALDES

		10351013-YES-T-KEVIN QUINTANA 

		10351014-NO-TS-JOSE RODRIGUEZ

		10351016-NO-T-JANNELL PADRON

		10351017-NO-T-CHRISTIAN DE LEON

		10351018-YES-TSHE-FABIOLA CHARLES

		10351019-NO-T-TIANY HERNANDEZ

		10351021-YES-T-ADRIAN CINTAS 

		10351022-NO-T-DANIEL MENDOZA

		10351024-YES-H-NANCY ALONSO

		10351025-NO-T-NICOLAS CASTEL

		10351026-NO-TSHE-ANA BARRIOS

		10351027-YES-T-JACE PERRY

		10351028-YES-T-CARLOS COELLO

		10351030-NO-T-CLEMENTE MARISA

		10351031-YES-T-JEREMY RIVERA

		10351033-YES-E-EDUARDO IBARRA

		10409979-YES-TSHE-WILLIAM EDWARDS

		10410005-YES-HE-CINDY WHITEHURST

		10410007-YES-S-JULIE EDWARDS

		10410040-YES-S-JULIE EDWARDS

		10410046-YES-HE-CINDY WHITEHURST

		10410047-YES-TSHE-WILLIAM EDWARDS

		10431036-NO-TS-ALEX VILFRANC

		10431037-NO-TSE-EVENS LAFRANCE

		10431038-NO-SH-DEMETRESE BROWN

		10431039-NO-T-DOMINIQUE RIVERS

		10431040-YES-H-LEATRICE GACHETTE

		10431041-NO-E-ELIJAH WELLS

		10431042-YES-TSHE-ROBERT JACKSON

		10431043-NO-E-RIUKA MEIR

		10431044-NO-T-VICTOR COOK 

		10431045-NO-HE-ALISON TOMLINSON

		10431046-NO-S-NEIL HALL

		10431047-NO-H-JORGE IGLESIAS 

		10431049-NO-E-CARLTON STYLES

		10431050-NO-TSHE-JONELLE ADDERLEY

		10431053-NO-S-MONYETTE ASHLEY

		10431055-NO-TH-CLAUDIOUS THOMPSON

		10472118-YES-SE-JASON SCHULTZ

		10472119-YES-SHE-ELISE MURLEY

		10472120-YES-TE-STEVE BARRY

		10472121-YES-TSE-CHRIS BARRY

		10472122-YES-TS-LAUREN MURLEY

		10472885-YES-SHE-JOY AUSTIN

		10472886-YES-TH-RICK DUNAJ

		10472887-YES-SHE-LISA DUNAJ

		10472889-YES-TSH-ALEX DUNAJ

		10472890-YES-SH-ELAINE PETRASSI

		10472891-YES-TS-ROBERT DUNAJ

		10513768-NO-T-HEATHER ANDREWS

		10513771-YES-E-JENNIFER SHAWN WEBSTER

		10513772-NO-TSE-MARSHA FREEDMAN

		10513774-NO-TSHE-HUGH HIGGINS

		10513775-NO-E-EDUARDO BRIONES

		10513776-NO-TSHE-STEVE GERSON

		10513777-YES-T-HAYDEE C RODRIGUEZ

		10513778-NO-TE-LEE WALDO

		10513779-NO-T-LEO EPSTEIN

		10525360-YES-T-KELLY SMITH

		10525361-YES-E-KELLY SMITH

		10538438-YES-THE-ALEXIS HERNANDEZ

		10538440-NO-S-BEATRIZ SAIZ

		10538441-NO-TS-CESAR CASTILLO

		10538442-NO-T-MARC SINGH

		10538443-NO-E-TIM WONG

		10538444-NO-T-MICHELLE SAAVEDRA

		10538445-NO-TSHE-MARIA LEON

		10538446-NO-TS-ALYZA RUSSELL

		10538447-NO-TS-SARAH ALSAID

		10538448-NO-S-VICTORIA HERNANDEZ

		10538449-NO-TSHE-TRAVIS MCLAUGHLIN

		10538450-YES-T-ENRIQUE VARONA

		10538452-YES-TSHE-NAJEE LEE

		10538453-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MARTINEZ

		10538454-NO-S-STEVEN CORREA

		10538455-YES-H-BRANDON DEL POZO

		10538457-NO-H-MICHELLE FLORES

		10538458-NO-E-LINDSIE VELASCO

		10538459-YES-T-GUILLERMO LIEVANO

		10538460-NO-TE-AMANDA ECCLES

		10538461-NO-E-MARIA GONZALEZ

		10538462-YES-T-DANIEL ECHEVARRIA

		10538463-NO-TSHE-ROCIO MASSO

		10538465-NO-E-SALOME GARCIA

		10538466-NO-TS-SANTIAGO ARCHIERI

		10538467-NO-TE-ALLISON SAAVEDRA

		10538468-YES-TS-EUGENIO MARTINEZ

		10538469-NO-T-MARCUS

		10538470-NO-E-JACKELINE GOENAGA

		10538471-NO-S-CLAIRIS PEREZ

		10538472-NO-HE-CAROLINA QUINONES

		10538473-NO-T-RUHAYNE ENRIQUEZ

		10571010-NO-TSHE-PRATT SENATUS

		10571011-NO-S-JESSICA ALAMO

		10571012-YES-TSHE-BETTY WHEELER

		10571013-NO-S-TAMAA PATTERSON

		10571014-YES-T-CA_ROL

		10571016-YES-T-HASSAN MOHAMED

		10571017-YES-TSHE-ROSCOE CHARITY

		9715891-SKIP-TSE-IVANNIA VAN ARMAN

		9715914-SKIP-H-STELLA SMITH

		9715915-SKIP-T-ALI SOULE

		9716821-SKIP-TSE-JOHN GUITAR

		9826826-SKIP-TSHE-PKIJ

		9826838-SKIP-E-ALBERTO BRITOS

		9826839-SKIP-T-CHRIS AVERY

		9826840-SKIP-T-BRANDON ROBBINS

		9826842-SKIP-E-MARIA CABRE

		9826843-SKIP--KELLY PEREZ 

		9826844-SKIP-TSHE-IGOR OMERHODZIC

		9826845-SKIP-S-KIM HUTCHINSON

		9826846-SKIP-T-ANDREW ABAD

		9826847-SKIP-TSHE-GALEN HUTCHINSON

		9826848-SKIP-T-DIEGO DANTAS

		9826849-SKIP-TSHE-REID HUTCHINSON

		9826850-SKIP-E-PAOLA PESCHIERA

		9826851-SKIP--DAVID CASTRO

		9885537-SKIP-T-JC FREYRE

		9885538-SKIP-TS-KIM GARDELA

		9885540-SKIP-TSHE-ANDREW MCLEOD

		9885541-SKIP-S-PEDRO ALVARADO

		9885542-SKIP-T-CAROL HENDERSON

		9885543-SKIP-TE-ALEJANDRO RIVERA

		9885546-SKIP-HE-TRACY SMITH COFFEY

		9885547-SKIP-E-ILEANA MARIN

		9885548-SKIP-TSE-ANNIE WEIZENECKER

		9885549-SKIP-T-GEORGIA SANTANA

		9885551-SKIP--JERI JANDOVITZ

		9885553-SKIP--ESTHER MITRANI

		9885554-SKIP-TS-MATHEW WEBB

		9885555-SKIP--BILL DEUTSCH

		9885556-SKIP-E-RENE FAUSTIN 

		9885558-SKIP-TSHE-LUISA CHU

		9885560-SKIP-E-KERRYMORRISSEY

		9885561-SKIP-TSHE-PAULA OSORNO

		9885563-SKIP-T-GREGORY DILLARD

		9885565-SKIP--PATRICIA TRUJILLO

		9885567-SKIP-T-TONY THEISSEN

		9885568-SKIP-T-ALEX GONZALEZ

		9885570-SKIP-TSH-METHANIA NIA

		9885572-SKIP-TE-MICHAEL LEFEVRE

		9885573-SKIP-T-LILY ETEMADI

		9885574-SKIP-TE-WENDY JOHNSON

		9885575-SKIP-T-SUSAN KEAVENEY

		9885576-SKIP--ANGELA CAMERON

		9885577-SKIP-THE-RUTH MENSCH

		9885578-SKIP--VERNON COLLINS

		9885579-SKIP-T-JUDY ERICKSON

		9885582-SKIP-H-RANDY HALLEY

		9885584-SKIP-E-JOYCE DANSER

		9885585-SKIP-T-BILL ANTALEK

		9885586-SKIP-T-ROBYN CHIARELLI

		9885588-SKIP-TSHE-STEPHEN CHRISANTHUS

		9885590-SKIP-E-BOURGOING

		9888353-SKIP-H-SILVIA CALVINO

		9888354-SKIP-TSHE-JAMES POITRAS

		9888355-SKIP--HERNAN DEL LLANO

		9888356-SKIP-THE-ERNESTO ARAGON

		9888357-SKIP--WALTER DUARTE

		9888358-SKIP-S-MERDOCHEY LAFRANCE

		9888359-SKIP--MELINA CARRILLO

		9891284-YES-THE-YVELISSE BONILLA

		9891286-YES-T-KC SLAGER

		9891288-NO--JASON BEWLEY

		9891293-NO-TSHE-RUSSELL VACANTE

		9891658-NO-TS-BONILLAJ500@GMAIL.COM

		9917944-YES-TE-MELISSA VAZQUEZ

		9918315-YES-TE-MELISSA VAZQUEZ

		9924276-YES-TSHE-IVANNIA VAN ARMAN

		9924289-YES-T-SCOTT SANDERS

		9924292-YES-TSHE-JESSICA ALVAREZ

		9924297-YES-TH-MARIA BELLO

		9924301-YES-E-ALEX RODRIGUEZ

		9924306-YES-S-EDDY RODRIGUEZ

		9924309-NO-TSHE-JACKELINE GIL

		9924310-NO-TS-ANGELINA BONILLA

		9971256-NO-T-RUSSELL ROBERTS

		9976201-YES-TSH-DON MADDEN

		9976872-NO-TSE-JOLIE BONANTI

		9976876-NO-TSH-BEN HOPFINGER

		9976877-NO-THE-MARTHA WICHERT

		9976878-NO-TSE-MEREDITH DUVALL

		9976895-YES-T-DON MADDEN

		9977074-YES-TS-KENDALL MOORE

		9977091-YES-TSHE-GEOFF SLUGGETT





From: Marilyn Muller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment on All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 1:09:39 PM

John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration

Dear Mr. Winkle:

Again I am making my voice heard.  I am completely against the proposed North/South route of
Phase 2  All Aboard Florida.

I attended the press conference this morning at the Jupiter Medical Center, Jupiter FL.  The one issue of
blocked crossings and clogged roads impacting emergency medical first responders is enough
to warrant a new look into an alternative North/South route.

It will not matter whether or not AAF gets a federal loan.  I am opposed to the federal loan. Already billions of FL
 State funds have been
directed to the Orlando Transit Station. Even if private funds are used, AAF still will not agree to pay for
safety measures  at the crossings.  Instead the local communities, many of which do not want AAF, will have to pay.
That’s just wrong.

The DEIS is misleading.  I have read it.  I do not agree with the findings.  I am angry that this is a study paid for by
 Florida
East Coast and not an independent party.  I do not agree that alternative routes should be dismissed.

A more thoughtful plan which is positive for all of South Florida would be welcomed by many. 

Marilyn Muller
3308 Cove Road
Jupiter FL  33469

561-744-3080
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From: Allison Robbins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment on EIS of All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 10:21:21 AM

Dear Mr. John Winkle (at the FRA),

I grew up in Stuart, FL and previously returned to live here as an adult. I have driven its
 streets, bridges, and over its railroad tracks for over 30 years as both a driver and a passenger.
 I can unequivocally state that All Aboard Florida will dramatically increase the rate of traffic
 accidents and related morbidity and mortality in our town. Factor in delays in ambulance
 travel and All Aboard Florida is quite literally a matter of life and death. The intersections just
 can't handle all of that train traffic. When they were built, the towns did not have nearly as
 much population and traffic as they do now. I don't need a study (paid for by All Aboard
 Florida itself?) which ignores my town, to counter a lifetime's worth of traveling the streets of
 Stuart, Florida. All Aboard Florida would also kill business in downtown Stuart, and be
 another blow to an already recession-blasted small business community. West Palm Beach,
 Miami, and Orlando are not the end all be all of Florida. That is ridiculous. 

Allison Robbins
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From: Cyndi Lenz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment on Florida All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:52:54 AM

First of all I would like to say I am not against trains. I love the train. I grew up in Boston. I traveled in Europe. I'm
 for trains. I'm not for this train.
1. This train does nothing for our transportation infrastructure.  If this was a train that stopped at various places on
 the east coat and I could take the train to St Augustine for the weekend- that would be awesome. Then an actually
 infrastructure could be built around that. This train goes from Miami and lets people off at the airport which is miles
 away from anything. I would not ride it personally. Too expensive. There is no savings for gas.
2. This train will destroy our beautiful east cost - the remnants of old FLorida. Close to me its will destroy
 downtown stuart, downtown jensen beach down town ft piece. The government has destroyed our lagoon with toxic
 discharges and this is just the nail in the coffin. We've worked really hard to get our economy back and this will just
 destroy us. According to one of our commissioners we will have to become something else. Because between the
 polluted river and the bridge cutting off marine traffic - people will go elsewhere. 
3. THere are other programs. There are better train scenarios. Like I said I think if you put some thought into this we
 would all benefit from trains that go up and down the coast and stop in all these small towns providing alternative
 transportation infrastructures and way for the small business's along the way to benefit from this. Or send this train
 west but have a stop in Indiantown where the people are very poor and allow them to prosper.

Thank you,

Cyndi Lenz RN
2252 NE MYRTLE ST
JENSEN BEACH, FL 34957
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From: Sean McGeough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment on Noise Mitigation
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:28:51 PM

Dear Sirs:

Page 466 of the Environmental Impact Statement discusses the mitigation of noise by using stationary horns. The
 number of passenger and commercial trains passing through would amount to a total of 840 minutes/42 trains each
 day. From 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. a train will pass a crossing every 20 minutes, setting off the warning horns. The noise of
 the horns and vibration from the trains are detrimental to health and the environment.

Dawn and Sean McGeough
Stuart, Florida
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From: Tim Donley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com; mike.goforth@tcpalm.com; rich.campbell@tcpalm.com; ed.killer@tcpalm.com
Subject: Comment to AAF, Attn: John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:38:16 PM

Mr. John Winkle and AAF,
 
At first I thought this was for benefit to Disney World to pack the foreign tourist into Orlando from
 the international flights into south Florida, as the leadership are Disney ex executives. I now do not
 think this is the case.
The upgrade of port facilities in south Florida would indicate anticipation of the Panama Canal traffic.
 The parent company of AAF high speed rail will benefit when the high-speed rail service fails and
 becomes a financial burden to the rail carriers. Freight rail will be benefactors of the failed
 passenger service without all the red tape they would require to expand freight capacity I would
 think.
The studies are so flawed and do not include some of the populated areas that are most impacted,
 writing them off as not important.
The passenger service ridership numbers are inconceivably inflated with no confidence of fact or
 feasibility. Just because you have seating capacity does not mean you will have 100% ridership. No
 one asked me if I would ride, how about you?
The whole process is flawed as we the public are expected to believe the leadership of AAF when
 they are not even experienced regarding rail operations, they are TROJAN HORSE JOCKEYS!
How can the Florida population centers have this forced upon them? Did we have a chance to vote
 for this devastating change. Only a short comment period. The system is flawed to allow a
 devastating event as AAF ruin the future of the Treasure Coast. We want to remain the Treasure of
 Florida.
Yes there will be new jobs created for the short term. Will these jobs be filled by the bankrupt
 business owners and their employees? Not likely as most will not have the skill set required for a
 majority of the positions.
The population centers of this region will suffer the biggest recession in history due to devalued
 housing and shuttered business.
I had the opportunity to visit Stuart Florida in the early 80’s. I left this  town with the impression that
 Stuart downtown was an abandoned railroad town.  Stores boarded up and not much commerce at
 all. This town has since become renewed and is now one of the “Jewels” of Florida. Too bad this
 may revert to the late 70’s and early 80’s decline.  South Florida will become as blighted as the “rust
 belt” and other depressed economic regions.
I find it inconceivable this could be allowed to happen. All the downtown east coast communities will
 be in decline as noise , vibration , and traffic congestion will increase as the short passenger trains
 are replaced with lumbering long freight trains.
The marinas upriver have a difficult time competing with marinas closer to the inlet, this is the death
 knell for them. City of Stuart will need to invest in watercraft for first responders as the maritime
 accidents will only increase in the area of the bridge due to short open time and congested traffic
 when there is 5-10 minutes of opportunity to pass through as I understand. Have they even
 considered maintenance on the old span that closes for a week at a time?
I think it would be interesting to stage one day a simulated typical day of rail traffic we are
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 anticipating. All the rail crossings would be controlled by the law enforcement community to “close”
 rail crossings on a simulated schedule. Have volunteers monitor traffic congestion, make a few
 emergency response simulations. The marine traffic problems are real but at street level we may
 find this simulated exercise to reveal our “new normal” as intolerable.
With proper planning there is a place for passenger rail / public transportation in Florida as
 population increases. When this happens ,lets plan properly with the proper controls and educated
 support.
One of the most powerful words in the world contains just two letters.
NO !
NO AAF! Go back to the drawing board and get it right.
 
Thank for this opportunity to be heard,
Tim Donley
Stuart, FL
 

--
Tim Donley

Edward Dugger + Associates, P.A.
Consultants in Architectural Acoustics
AA 26000667

We've Moved! Please note our new address!
1239 SE Indian Street, Suite 103
Stuart, FL 34997

Office: (772) 286-8351 x104
Fax: (772) 600-3613

tim@edplusa.com
www.edplusa.com
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From: NoreenMary@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:57:05 PM

I am a resident of Port St. Lucie Florida. Your willingness to destroy the way
 of life for the people who live in between Orlando and Miami is shameful.
 
I feel that this is already a done deal. When the first person dies as a result
 of being unable to cross the tracks to get medical attention or school
 busses end up being half-hour to 45 minutes late arriving and
 departing...we here in the middle will not forget who voted for this travesty.
 
I hope your anticipated ridership is enough to cover the cost of the lawsuits
 that will inevitably follow. Noreen Carmody, Port St. Lucie, Florida 34986
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From: scullryan39@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:34:46 PM

I respectifully implore you to locatethe rail corridor in one of the other locations, nest
 to I95, Florida's Turnpike, CSX railway.
Siuncerely, Marilyn Ryan Scull Port Saint Lucie, Florida.
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From: Tom Shelton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:00:37 AM

This project is terric for the environment
All the pollution from the auto traffic replaced is great as well as from aircraft and trucks and buses
This is huge win for the environment
Sincerely
Tomas Shelton
Delray Brach FL

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Marianne McJury
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 9:34:37 AM

Stop the All Aboard Florida.  The noise and vibration, the waits at railroad crossings, both land and water, and all
 other negative environmental impact to people and wildlife are reason enough to stop this insanity.  There is
 nothing to benefit the Treasure Coast, Martin, Indian River or St. Lucie a Counties except grief and deterioration in
 times to come.
Marianne McJury, Stuart, FL.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Bennett H JUHL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:09:02 PM

From all I've heard this is boondoggle to get at federal money. Few people would travel to Orlando this way.
 Another probelm is it would also carry friegth so when the port of Miami is deepened for PANNA MAX ships, that
 rail traffic would ruin the local traffic partterns.

Bennnett Juhl
2593 Mores Rd
West Palm Beach, Fl 33406
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From: Dan Cushman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:31:33 PM

 
                                                                                                                                 1701
 Gulfstream Ave. #723                                                                    
                                                                                                                                 Ft. Pierce, FL
 34949
                                                                                                                                 December 2,
 2014
 
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
 

Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
            I am writing to express the opposition of my family and me to the current plan by All
 Aboard Florida (AAF) to provide passenger train service between Miami and Orlando.  Our
 concerns are many, including but not limited to:   public safety, health, environmental,
 economic, navigation, marine industries, municipal budgets, noise/vibration, community
 cohesion, and quality of life.   
 
            We are well aware of the benefits of mass transit and support it as a way to ease our
 congested roads. That said, we do not support AAF as currently proposed.  It offers nothing to
 the Treasure Coast.  It won’t ease congestion in our area, because AAF will travel through,
 but not stop, in this region.  Flying through the Treasure Coast 32 times a day, AAF offers
 this region none of its services or benefits, but it requires that we absorb all of its harmful
 effects.  Hundreds of thousands of people and the land on which they live and work get all of
 the negatives and none of the positives.  That should not be allowed to take place.  There are
 reasonable alternatives.
 
            We live in Ft. Pierce, in an area that is on the east side of the tracks.  Our citizens are
 mostly people of modest means.  Many are elderly; many are minorities.  They will not be
 able to utilize AAF, but they will have to absorb its negative effects.  This is an old city that
 still has small businesses and residents housed in quaint, historic buildings surrounding the
 railroad tracks.  They will be damaged.  All of our public services, schools, shopping, etc. are
 located on the other side of the tracks.  Our towns will be cut in half, with constant delays,
 inadequate crossings, and costly maintenance.
            
            Although we are residents of Ft. Pierce, the above described factors will be present in
 the other counties around us who will have AAF rolling through, but not stopping for
 passengers or freight.  Individuals who own homes or businesses in the area will see their
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 property values plummet and business revenues decline.  Tourism is a major factor here, but
 AAF will bring us
no tourists. 
 
            In short, the disruption and environmental damage from AAF will have a huge
 negative impact on our people and the economy of the Treasure Coast.  The draft
 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is incomplete, misleading, and ignores the facts about
 the negative effects of AAF on our region.  If it is true that the report was funded by AAF,
 then its inadequacy comes as no surprise.  In short, the decision-making process reflects a
 flawed system, in which it appears that the outcome is predetermined.  This is unfortunate, as
 it results in public cynicism.   A common view is: “Money talks.  This is a done deal. 
 Nobody cares about our region.”
 
            As for specific observations about the draft EIS, I incorporate by reference in this letter
 the various comments that have been already presented to you from the City of Fort Pierce,
 the County of St. Lucie, elected representatives and municipal authorities, as well as
 numerous civic organizations from across our region.  Please consider my and their comments
 in preparing your final report.
 
            There must be a better way to bring passenger train service to south and central
 Florida.  There are reasonable alternatives that must be explored.  As currently proposed,
 AAF is a bad deal for the Treasure Coast.  It requires our region to absorb all of its negatives
 but receive none of its benefits.  We are a large region with a large population.  Please do not
 ignore us.  Many unanswered questions remain.  Please help us get the answers.
 
            Thank you for your consideration.
 

Sincerely yours,
 
 

Dan M. Cushman
 
 
           
 



From: Julia@juliasansevere.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Julia@juliasansevere.com
Subject: Commentary regarding AAF
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 3:18:30 PM
Attachments: image004.png
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AAF,
Please know this:  your claims of bringing “passenger rail” back to Florida is known by many to be
 simply “smoke & mirrors” – once the passenger rail system fails, and it will, (if it ever gets built, and I
 sincerely hope it doesn’t), the American people will be left holding the bag, once again, as usual, for
 Big Business getting rich off the backs of the common man and using federal money to do it. I would
 dub your project “Train-Gate.” Follow the money.
 
Attached are my written comments against this trumped up excuse for simply running more freight
 trains through Florida’s nice little towns, which will certainly KILL their economy, lower home values
 and wreck our environment and day-to-day lives. But you don’t seem to care about any of that. It’s
 all about the almighty BUCK and lining your pockets. I suppose we’ll see  you on a future episode of
 “American Greed.”
 
Thanks and Regards,
Julia Sansevere 
REALTOR®, GRI, PMN, SSRS, TRC
International President's Circle Award, COLDWELL BANKER RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE
Honor Society, FLORIDA REALTORS
Previews International ~ Waterfront & Luxury Home Specialist ~ "Helping Dreams Come
 True, One Home At A Time" ~ I Love Referrals!
2369 SE Federal Hwy, Stuart, FL 34994
CELL: 772 919-1385 ~ FAX: 772 287-3000
EMAIL: Julia@JuliaSansevere.com

 Julia Sansevere, Florida Waterfront Specialist

 @juliasansevere

  Julia Sansevere

 Julia Sansevere
WEBPAGE TO SEARCH ALL FLORIDA PROPERTIES: www.JuliaSansevere.com
Want to search the MLS like a Realtor? Click this link to sign up for a free Listingbook account: Listingbook
Women's Council of Realtors®, Florida State Chapter: 2011 Ways & Means Chair; Stuart-Martin County Chapter: 2010-2011 Ways &
 Means Chair, 2009 Past President, 2009 Realtor® of the Year, 2008 Businesswoman of the Year
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From: sharrie skerven
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Sharrie Skerven
Subject: Comments about All Aboard Florida train proposal
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:49:50 PM

I vehemently oppose this project because:
1.  It will impede emergency vehicles trying to get to area hospitals.
2.  It will severely impede local traffic and cause large traffic backups.
3.  The traffic backups will negatively affect local business and tourist attractions.
4.  The noise and confusion caused by the trains will negatively affect our quality of
 life.
5.  Traffic backups will result in many hours of idling vehicles.  Idling vehicles waste
 energy, increase CO2 
Levels and increase Global Warming.
6.  The trains will negatively affect regular train traffic that supplies the area with
 needed products.
7.  The proposed AAF trains will cause our waterways to be closed to ingress and
 egress many times a day which will negatively affect marine businesses and quality
 of life.
8.  Running that many trains through a densely populated area will result in fatalities
 when car/train crashes occur.
9.  The AAF trains will add to noise pollution which is uncontrollable and  will
 decrease our quality of life.

As no stops will be made in Treasure Coast cities, the train tracks should be erected
 in the median of the Florida Turnpike.  This is a more direct route from South Florida
 to Orlando.  This route solves all the above issues.

Your response to my input is requested.

Sincerely,  Sharon V. Skerven
                  Jensen Beach, FL, 34957
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From: TCKRPK@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments about All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:27:30 PM

My husband and I live west of the railroad tracks in Sebastian and the doctors' offices and the hospitals
 are east of the tracks, so is shopping, US #1, restaurants, etc.  It is our belief that the amount of rail traffic
 this train will create could cause a real problem for everyone.  No one will be able to get across the
 tracks.  By the time a train passes and the gates open a few cars will get through then another train is on
 its way.
 
If you want a high speed train, you should have to build your own tracks above the ground so your trains
 will not interrupt emergency vehicles and peoples' lives, not to mention the current train schedule.  The
 businesses who have gotten there deliveries by rail on time will have to wait for your train's
 schedule...WHY? FOR WHAT REASON? HOW MUCH OF A BENEFIT WILL THIS BE? No, this
 should never be allowed to happen to the good people of Florida.
 
This is a very bad idea for all of us.  This will only benefit a few wealthy investors and once again you
 leave the working people to pay the price.
 
This fast train is a very bad idea and if it is let to go through without letting us Floridians have a real vote
 on it and not just a comment than something is wrong.  We the people should have a say in the form of a
 vote as to whether we want to put this much of a burden on our lives with no benefit.
 
Mr. & Mrs. Kaminski
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From: Robin Hicks-Connors
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments about the DEIS for AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 3:21:02 PM

I am disappointed that the Environmental Impact Statement seems inadequate and does not
 address many of the issues that impact my community on the Treasure Coast.  There are many
 concerns -- additional traffic, noise, economic impact to the area, removal of parking in our
 downtown corridor, etc... but I have kept my remarks relative to the environment for the
 purpose of commenting here.

The railroad was built in 1926 and I can not imagine how it will be possible for a state of the
 art high speed train to traverse these rails with out significant updating.  In fact, it is my
 understanding there are no plans to repair or replace the trestle bridges over our most sensitive
 environmental concerns: our river and waterways, which are already besieged by fresh water
 releases.  The impact of additional trains traveling over those bridges creating runoff into the
 river has not been adequately outlined or impacts measured.  This is a glaring omission.

Further, there is no mention of the cultural assets that sit a mere feet from the rails -- our areas
 most significant historical structures are within feet from the railroad and the additional traffic
 and vibration will certainly impact those assets.  This is not even mentioned, let alone
 addressed.

For a report that includes 2000 pages of studies and information, how could this report not
 include the impacts of such sensitive assets that will certainly be impacted?

I would like to see an impact statement that takes into full account all the impacts to our area
 and isn't created with the conclusion already in mind before it is even written.  Our
 community receives no -- zero -- none -- benefit form this train and only sees negative
 impacts.  This amounts to an unfunded mandate where the state is coming in and forcing this
 upon us and requiring us to absorb the costs.  All of this is at tax payer expense.  

I am opposed to AAF but more importantly, resent the smoke and mirrors games being played
 by their paid consultants and hired hands conducting what is sup[posed to be impartial
 information.  It is unconscionable to me that anyone -- for profit or gain or otherwise, would
 defy logic and insist upon forcing a train -- up to 32 a day, at high speeds -- in small
 communities and expect them to accept this when there is nothing in it for them.  These
 impacts must be mitigated or the train must go west.  That makes the most logical sense.

Robin Hicks Nunley, CFRE
www.rhcfundraising.com
RHC Fundraising Consultants
772.260.6701
robin@RHCfundraising.com
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From: Terry Linley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments AGAINST All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:47:04 PM

Shame on you for planning a project with total disregard for Florida
 history (archaeological and cultural), safety, and the livelihoods of
 Floridians, and with regard ONLY for your bottom dollar.  Your project has
 the potential for great personal, environmental, and cultural harm, while
 benefitting a select few people.
 
Please do NOT continue with this project!!
 
Respectfully submitted,
 
Terry Ann Linley
terry34951@aol.com
Resident of Saint Lucie County, and
High School Science Teacher in Indian River County
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From: Rdell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments against rail project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:30 AM

 
To Whom this may concern:
 
The purpose of this email is to officially go on the record regarding the All Aboard Florida rail plans to
 bring high-speed trains through Stuart and Hobe Sound.  I am completely against this project for the
 following reason:  it will be harmful to our way of life that we have come here for.  This particular town
 and region is quiet and slow-paced, and if we wanted it differently, we would have settled in a larger
 community like West Palm Beach.  The intersections of Monterey Road, Ocean Blvd, and Bridge Road
 with the railroad tracks cannot handle additional closures with the planned crossings, without causing
 traffic, delays, and more danger.      
 WE DO NOT WANT THIS!
 
I live in Palm City, and at night when it's quiet and our windows are open, we can hear the train horns
 from our house.  Please don't add more to this noise pollution.  What will it take for you to realize how
 many lives will be negatively influenced by your proposal of progress? 
 
Please count me as OPPOSED to this project!
 
Thank you,
 
 
Rdell Hudgins
William B. Hudgins Jr
2053 SW Olympic Club Terr
Palm City, FL  34990
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From: James Anaston-Karas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Comments and Objections on All Aboard Florida Project DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:53:40 PM
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Objections & Comments to DEIS Dec 2014 Dec 3 FINAL.pdf

Importance: High

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY, Return Receipt Requested
 
AAF_comments@vhb.com
John.winkle@dot.gov
 
December 3, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC    20590
 
Subject: Comments and Objections on All Aboard Florida Project DEIS
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
In four (4) attachments, comprehensive comments and objections to the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement for the All Aboard Florida Project are hereby submitted to meet your requested deadline
 pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act on behalf of a Coalition of Concerned Ft.
 Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses. 
 
The attachments are:
 
1. Main body
2. Appendix A (in three parts)
 
Since we were informed by one branch of your office that your system may not accept E mails larger
 than 2MB, this document is also being transmitted again in 4 separate E mails.
 
Please give thorough consideration of these comments and objections, and contact us if we may
 provide additional information such as the engineering concept sketches or vessel studies referenced
 herein. 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Susan Engle
EnviroCare Solutions International
832 NE 26th Street, Wilton Manors, FL  33305 · Phone: (954) 730-7707 · Fax: (954) 730-7717
susan@envirocareinc.com     http://envirocareinc.com/
 
and
 
Jim Anaston-Karas

mailto:jeakaras@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:John.winkle@dot.gov
mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com
tel:%28954%29%20730-7707
tel:%28954%29%20730-7717
mailto:susan@envirocareinc.com
http://envirocareinc.com/
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BACKGROUND: 
 
In 2012, Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) announced its intention to start a privately-funded passenger rail service 
known as “All Aboard Florida.” (AAF) is intended to provide new intercity express rail service between downtown Miami 
and Orlando, with additional stations in downtown Fort Lauderdale and downtown West Palm Beach. FECI is the division 
of Fortress Investment Group, (the parent company) responsible for passenger rail development and Flagler Development, 
which handles the company’s real estate interests. FEC Railroad (FECR) is a separate division of Fortress Investment Group 
which operates and maintains the FECR rail and freight operations. 
 
AAF has produced an environmental assessment (EA) and a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) was issued by the 
Federal Railroad Administration based on the EA submitted. The FRA is the lead agency for the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) review process for the Project. FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the initial phase 
I of the Project on January 30, 2013.  Subsequently, on April 15, 2013, FRA published in the Federal Register a notice of 
intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement.  Although the Draft EIS was initiated for Phase II of the Project, the 
document analyzes the cumulative effects of both phases of the Project since train operations will cover the full corridor 
between Miami and Orlando. The FRA issued the Draft EIS on September 19, 2014.  
 
As stated in the DEIS Notice; FRA is providing an extended public comment period of 75 days from the day that the FRA 
issued the DEIS; thus, the comment period ends on December 3, 2014.  Comments on DEIS for Phase II of the All Aboard 
Florida project are due by December 3rd, 2014 and should be sent to FRA either by email to the attention of Mr. John 
Winkle at this address: AAF_comments@vhb.com, or by mail to: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 
New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311,Washington, DC 20590. 
 
This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed by AAF and also 
the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS. The report discusses impacts on navigation 
resulting from the proposed rail operations over the FEC New River Bridge at MP 341.26, with some interrelated with the 
operations at the CSX bridge over the New River at Interstate 95.  
 
INTRODUCTION: 
 


The FRA – DEIS Document dated September 19, 2014 is the subject of review and comments as presented in this report. 
The format takes sections of the DEIS document reproduced in this document in blue font. Comments regarding the 
particular section are incorporated within or following each section of the DEIS being discussed. The comments are 
supported by references and exhibits which will be appended to this report. The engineering comments will be based on 
conceptual engineering investigation sufficient to prove the basis for the comment and will not include in-depth 
preliminary or final engineering analysis. The level of engineering investigation performed for the DEIS as described in the 
DEIS is conceptual in nature only without extensive engineering analysis, and is based on assumptions regarding structure 
types, number of tracks, and railroad construction required for the corridors included in the project.  Budget estimates 
included in the DEIS and the TRI-Rail Environmental Analysis for proposed construction are based on S.F. costs and the 
cost for similar construction obtained from other similar projects.  


 
The DEIS was prepared for the purpose of presenting the proposed AAF passenger service and to describe the various 
alternates considered for the combined existing and future freight service and the proposed passenger rail service which 
will operate on the existing FEC corridor from Jacksonville to Miami and also for the proposed extension to Orlando.   
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2, Typical Section at Existing Bridge Moveable Bridge Alternative for Passenger Operations 
3, Plan and Profile Mid-Level, Moveable Bridge Alternative for Passenger Operations 
4, Photo Rendering Twin Mid-Level Moveable Bridges for Passenger Rail 
5, Typical Section at Existing Bridge High Level Fixed Bridge for Passenger Rail  
6, Plan and Profile High Level Fixed Bridge for Passenger Rail 
7, Photo Rendering High Level Fixed Bridge for Passenger Rail 
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Following are the sections of the DEIS shown in blue font together with the review comments for each section cited. It is 
presented in this manner to assist the persons reviewing the comments by providing all of the information in a single 
document. 
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SECTION, SUMMARY, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
PAGE S-1 & S-2 Summary 
 
About the Project   
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC (AAF) is proposing to construct and operate a privately owned and  operated  intercity  
passenger  railroad  system  that  will  connect  Orlando  and  Miami,  with  intermediate  stops in Fort Lauderdale and 
West Palm Beach, Florida.   
 
AAF has applied for $1.6 billion in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) 
program, which is a loan and loan guarantee program administered by FRA as described in 49 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) part 260. Under this program, the FRA Administrator is authorized to provide direct loans and loan guarantees that 
may be used to acquire, improve, or rehabilitate rail equipment or facilities or develop new intermodal or railroad facilities. 
Because AAF has applied for a loan under FRA’s RRIF program, FRA is required under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) to conduct an analysis of the potential environmental impacts resulting from the Project. NEPA compliance is 
a prerequisite for RRIF approval, and FRA will not approve the Project for a RRIF loan until the NEPA process is complete. 
A RRIF loan, if approved, would be part of an overall capital structure put in place by AAF to finance the infrastructure 
improvements.  
 
AAF proposes to implement the Project through a phased approach. Phase I would provide rail service on the West Palm 
Beach to Miami section while Phase II would extend service to Orlando. Phase I would provide passenger rail service along 
the 66.5 miles of the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) Corridor connecting West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami. 
AAF has obtained private financing for Phase I and is proceeding to implement Phase I, which is illustrated in Figure 1.1‐1.  
 
COMMENT: AAF wants to implement the project in two phases. The first phase would be from West Palm Beach to Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami. This phase requires construction of stations and improvements to the existing rail corridor to 
accommodate the proposed passenger service. FEC has made improvements in this corridor to allow increased freight rail 
traffic anticipated from port improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami in part to allow “Post Panamax” container 
ships to use Port Everglades and Port Miami which would increase the number of containers at these ports to be carried 
by FEC. The DEIS has not addressed all of the impacts from this increased freight traffic nor has it considered the additional 
passenger operations proposed by SEFCC (formerly Tri-Rail) on the same FEC corridor. Specific impacts will be discussed 
in the appropriate sections of this DEIS comment document. Whereas the existing conditions at the FECR moveable bridge 
are obstructive today, the impacts from increased rail operations will more severely impact navigation on the existing FEC 
movable bridge at MP 341.26 over the New River in Fort Lauderdale. 
 
FRA and AAF conducted an environmental review of Phase I in 2012/2013, including preparing and issuing both an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) (Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida 
Passenger Rail Project West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida) and a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) (AAF 2012; FRA 
2013a). Phase I of the Project, as described in the 2012 EA, includes constructing three new stations (West Palm Beach, 
Fort Lauderdale and Miami), purchasing five train sets, adding a second track along most of the 66.5‐mile corridor and 
adding 16 new round‐trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one‐way trips) on the West Palm Beach to Miami section of 
the FECR Corridor. FRA concluded that Phase I has independent utility (that is, it could be advanced and serve a 
transportation need even if Phase II were not constructed). FRA has made no decision under the Railroad Rehabilitation 
and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program as to whether a loan would be provided for Phase I.   
 
As a result of the environmental review process conducted by FRA in cooperation with AAF for Phase I, AAF is authorized 
to construct the Phase I component of the Project as reviewed and approved in the 2012 EA and FRA’s subsequent FONSI. 
Since the FONSI, AAF proposed and FRA has evaluated a new location for the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station and issued 
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a re‐evaluation decision that found no significant difference from the location evaluated in the 2012 EA. Also since the 
FONSI, AAF proposed and FRA has evaluated a new location in West Palm Beach for the proposed Fort Lauderdale layover 
and maintenance facility. FRA has issued a supplemental EA for public review of this new site concurrent with this DEIS.  
Considering Phase II of the Project and RRIF loan approval as separate federal actions, FRA has undertaken a NEPA review 
of the proposed extension. Given that operations would cover the full corridor from Orlando to Miami, this DEIS analyzes 
the cumulative effects of completing both phases of the Project, although the impacts exclusively from Phase 1 have 
already been addressed in the 2012 EA and FONSI and will not be reanalyzed in the DEIS. AAF can proceed at this time 
with construction of Phase I based upon the FONSI and incorporating the mitigation measures identified therein. The bulk 
of the information in this DEIS related to Phase I is drawn from the 2012 EA. FRA concluded that it was important to 
provide a comprehensive look at the environmental impacts of both phases in one environmental document. 
 
Phase II of the Project includes constructing a new railroad line parallel to State Road (SR) 528 between the Orlando 
International Airport (MCO) and Cocoa, constructing a new Vehicle Maintenance Facility (VMF) on property owned by the 
Greater Orlando Airport Authority (GOAA), adding a second track within 128.5 miles of the FECR Corridor between West 
Palm Beach and Cocoa, and additional bridge work between Miami and West Palm Beach. The proposed service would 
use a new intermodal facility at MCO that is being constructed by GOAA as an independent action. The Project includes 
purchasing five additional passenger train sets, and would add 16 new round‐trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one‐
way trips) on the new railroad segment and on the FECR Corridor between Cocoa and West Palm Beach. No additional 
trips beyond those considered in the 2012 EA (16 round‐trip intercity passenger train trips [32 one‐way trips]) would be 
added on the West Palm Beach to Miami section. 
 
COMMENT: Phase II operations must also consider the increase in freight rail and passenger rail operations on all of the 
waterways which are crossed by FEC in addition to the New River Bridge on the movable bridges at the St. Lucie River and 
Loxahatchee (Jupiter) River bridges.  
 
About the NEPA Process 
FRA is the lead federal agency responsible for conducting the NEPA environmental review process for the Project. FRA 
manages financial assistance programs for rail capital investments and has certain safety oversight responsibilities with 
respect to railroad operations. 
 
Page S-3 
 
NEPA and the Council on Environmental Quality’s implementing regulations define the general framework for preparing 
an EIS. FRA also has its own, more specific, guidelines for implementing NEPA. 
 
The NEPA process typically includes these steps: 


 Notice of Intent – a notice, published in the Federal Register, notifying the public of the federal agency’s intent to 
prepare an EIS, defining the project and informing the public how to comment on the project. The Notice of Intent 
for the AAF Project was published on April 15, 2013. 


 Scoping – an early and open process for identifying significant issues related to a project. As part of the scoping 
process, agencies and the public are invited to participate and provide comment. A series of public scoping 
meetings for the Project were held in April and May 2013 in Orlando, Fort Pierce, West Palm Beach, Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami and an agency scoping meeting was held in April 2013. Agencies and the public provided 
input that informed the scope and content of the environmental studies conducted for the DEIS, including 
concerns about noise and vibration impacts, impacts to navigation, impacts to wildlife and protected species, 
safety and traffic operations at grade crossings. The public comments also indicated in interest in additional 
stations and the opportunity to include a bicycle trail within the railroad right‐of‐way (ROW).  


 
Comment: During the scoping period significant issues which were to be identified should have included all of the rail 
operations that are being proposed which will utilize the FEC corridor. These rail operations should have included the plan 
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to have Tri-Rail commuter operations joint use of the FEC corridor through Fort Lauderdale which would impact navigation 
on the New River. FEC is in negotiations with Tri-Rail and has provided scheduling information and rail operations models 
to Tri-Rail as discussed and cited in the Tri-Rail Preliminary Project Development Report, Appendix 3: Rail Operations 
Analysis Report and Materials, Dated April 2014, Prepared by RS&H, CH2M HILL, AECOM, Ernst & Young, Communikatz, 
Inc., as directed by FDOT – District 4. It is totally improper to omit any discussion of the proposed Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
Study in the AAF DEIS when the project plans have been developed to the point that a Preliminary Project Development 
Report has been presented to the public and is actively being brought into reality with service being proposed along the 
existing FEC Corridor in the near future (2016) following the NEPA requirements for a EIS and securing project approval. 
 


 Draft EIS (DEIS) – the purpose of the DEIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project 
alternatives, whether they are adverse or beneficial and allow the public to review and comment on the 
document. FRA has prepared and published this DEIS in coordination with the FAA, USACE and USCG and informed 
the public through a notice in the Federal Register, newspaper ads and press releases. Public information meetings 
on the DEIS will be held during the 75‐day public comment period. 


 
Comment: As stated above the purpose of the Draft EIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project 
alternatives. Omission of any discussion of impacts resulting from the combined corridor use of the existing FEC 
operations, Tri-Rail and increased freight operations attributable to Post Panamax Container Ships using Port Everglades 
and Port Miami is a blatant omission of potential major impacts which will affect navigation on all of the movable bridges 
on the FEC corridor and the most heavily impacted movable Bridge will be the FEC bridge at MP 341.26 over the New 
River. 
 
Page S-5 
 
Alternatives Considered in this EIS 


In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy this purpose, including the Project’s feasibility as a private 


enterprise, AAF identified its primary objective which is to provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private 


commercial enterprise. The two principal components of this objective are the basis for developing the criteria and 


framework for evaluating the Project alternatives. AAF’s two primary goals are to:   
 


 Provide  a  reliable  and  convenient  intercity  rail  service  between  Orlando  and  Miami  with  an  approximate 3‐
hour trip time between the terminal stations; and  


 
 Provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise. Sustainable means that the rail 


service can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable profit level.  
 
The DEIS evaluates the No‐Action Alternative as a baseline to compare the effects of the “build” (Action) Alternatives. The No‐
Action Alternative involves no changes to the rail line within the FECR Corridor beyond regular maintenance and improvements 
that have been currently planned and funded. Under the No‐Action Alternative, existing freight operations and infrastructure 
would be maintained by FECR. The demand for freight capacity is expected to grow along the North South Corridor (N‐S Corridor) 
regardless of the Project. Based on anticipated operations data for the 2016 target date for the Project, the average number of 
freight trains per day is expected to increase from 10 to 14 (in 2013) to 20, along with an increase  in  the  average  train  length  
to 8,150  feet.  The   No‐Action   Alternative would also include future planned and funded roadway, transit, air and other 
intermodal improvements likely to be completed within the Project study area by the 2016 target date. 
 
Comment: All future planned uses of the FEC corridor should be included in the DEIS and the  method for dealing with the 
increased traffic should be included in the project improvements regardless of whether or not the planned use of the 
corridor by Tri-Rail or increased freight traffic occurs by AAF’s target date of 2016.  Shared use of facilities such as stations 
and trackage requires that these issues be included in the DEIS and the planning of improvements required for all of the 
proposed use. 
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Page S-7 Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives 
 


 
Table S-1         DEIS Alternatives 


Segment/Project 


Element 


No-Action Alternative A Alternative C Alternative E 


MCO No construction 2.5-mile new 


rail corridor 


2.5-mile new 


rail corridor 


2.5-mile new 


rail corridor 


E-W Corridor No construction 1.5-mile new 


rail corridor 


west of 


Narcoosee 


Road 


17.5-mile new rail 


corridor within 


current SR 528 


OOCEA ROW 


15-mile new rail 


corridor within 


FDOT and utility 


ROWs 


5 new bridges 


over water 


1.5-mile new 


rail corridor 


west of 


Narcoosee 


Road 


17.5-mile new rail 


corridor along 


boundary of 


current SR 528 


OOCEA ROW 


15-mile new rail 


corridor within 


FDOT and utility 


ROWs 


5 new bridges 


over water 


1.5-mile new 


rail corridor 


west of 


Narcoosee 


Road 


17.5-mile new 


rail corridor 100 


feet south of 


current SR 528 


OOCEA ROW 


15-mile new rail 


corridor within 


FDOT and utility 


ROWs 


5 new bridges 


over water 


N-S Corridor No construction – 


Freight trips increase 


to 


20 trips/day in 2016 


128.5 mile corridor 


Add second 


track, straighten 


curves, 


Reconstruct 


18 bridges 


128.5 mile corridor 


Add second 


track, straighten 


curves, 


Reconstruct 


18 bridges 


128.5 mile corridor 


Add second 


track, straighten 


curves, 


Reconstruct 


18 bridges 
WPB-M Corridor No construction – 


Freight increases to 


20 trips/day in 2016 


66.5-mile 


corridor Add 


second track 


Reconstruct 7 


bridge
s 


66.5-mile 


corridor Add 


second track 


Reconstruct 7 


bridge
s 


66.5-mile 


corridor Add 


second track 


Reconstruct 7 


bridge
s 


VMF No construction New VMF on 


south portion of 


GOAA property 


Construct 1 


new bridge 


New VMF on 


south portion of 


GOAA property 


Construct 1 


new bridge 


New VMF on 


south portion of 


GOAA property 


Construct 1 


new bridge Stations MCO Intermodal 
Station 


West Palm Beach 


Fort Lauderdale 


Miami 


West Palm Beach 


Fort Lauderdale 


Miami 


West Palm Beach 


Fort Lauderdale 


Miami 


Passenger Trips None 16 RT (32 trains) 16 RT (32 trains) 16 RT (32 trains) 


Ridership 0 3.5M 3.5M 3.5M 
 
 
Alternative E differs from Alternatives A and C within the OOCEA ROW section of the E‐W Corridor. Alternative E would 
include a new rail corridor extending north through MCO to SR 528 (the MCO Segment), including the proposed VMF; a 
new rail alignment 200 feet south of the SR 528 OOCEA ROW (the E‐W Corridor) from MCO SR 520 and then within the SR 
528 FDOT ROW to the FECR Corridor in Cocoa; and would use the existing FECR ROW from Cocoa to West Palm Beach (the 
N‐S Corridor). Within the N‐S Corridor, the Project largely consists of restoring a second track, modifying several curves to 
accommodate higher speeds and replacing or repairing bridges across waterways. Alternative E also includes 
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modifications to seven bridges within the WPB‐M Corridor, a new location for the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station and 
minor track modifications at the Miami Viaduct. 
 
Comment: The estimated increase in freight operations to 20 trips per day in 2016 is in conflict with stated projected 
freight operations presented to the Florida legislators and at several other rail conferences by FEC rail, and is a marked 
increase from the forecast discussion in the Environmental Assessment. The alternatives do not include any comment or 
consideration of the addition of a two track mid-level movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC bridge 341.26 over the 
New River to carry Tri- Rail commuter passenger rail. The proposal by Tri-rail calls for shared stations at Ft. Lauderdale and 
other locations in the WPB to Miami corridor. If there are to be shared stations FEC and AAF must take them in to 
consideration in this DEIS. According to the DEIS, AAF plans to be at grade with their proposed passenger operations at 
the proposed Ft. Lauderdale Station and on the existing New River Bridge. With the Tri-Rail Passenger operations operating 
over a mid-level movable bridge over the New River this is a direct conflict.  The DEIS should include an alternate to have 
all passenger operations carried on the proposed mid-level bridge in order to make it possible to have a joint shared 
station as proposed by Tri-Rail and to separate freight and passenger operations which would minimize the number of 
bridge openings required if the 32 passenger trains per day proposed by AAF were also carried on the higher Mid-Level 
bridge. 
 
The following presentation was given by James Hertwig, FEC on 08/07/2013 at the 16th Annual Transportation & 
Infrastructure Summit conference: 
 
FEC Overview 
 
• 351 miles of mainline track 


−   Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 
−   Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network 


• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight 
−   Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and challenging trucking 
environment 


• Attractive freight mix 
−   Intermodal containers and trailers  
−   Carload 


• Crushed rock (aggregate) 
• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products 
• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville 


 
Key Florida Attributes 
 
• Large Consumer Market 


–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 
–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 
–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 


• Strategic Location 
–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin  America 
–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 
–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
 


• Large Consumer Market 
–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 
–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 
–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 
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• Strategic Location 
–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin  America 
–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 
–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
 


The Asian Market Opportunity 
 
• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage 


−   Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels 
−   Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster  all-water times to the 
East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% more cost efficient) 


• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth 
• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in infrastructure  improvements, which 


combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will make it a gateway for  import/export activity 
−   On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track  access to North 
Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 2013) 
−   The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the  
Port (Completion: May 2014) 
−   50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion project 
 


Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami 
 
• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port customers 


– Only railroad with direct access to the Port 
– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline 


• Total project cost $45-50 million 
– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M) 
– Florida DOT (up to $9M) 
– Miami Dade County (up to $5M) 
– FEC (up to $9M) 


• Q2 2013 Update 
– Rail line lead to Port has been completed 
– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun 
– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun 


•   Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013 
 


Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades 
 
• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of construction on a 42 acre 


Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 
• Total Cost: $73M 


– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M 
– Broward County ~ $20M 
– State Grants ~ $18M 


• Q2 2013 Update 
– Lease agreement with Broward County executed 
– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company 
– Received State Loan funding in Q3 


• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014| 
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Comment:  Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations; also 
the probability of increased freight traffic due to the planned improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami need to 
be considered.  These have been extensively described by FECR (including in their presentation to the 16th annual 
Transportation and Infrastructure Summit) and by the Florida Department of Transportation, the Florida Seaports Council, 
and the Metropolitan Planning Organizations of the three South Florida Counties, among others.  The increased tonnage 
expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater than presently handled at these ports according to the 
FECR presentation. There is therefore a possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand 
required to move the container (intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and 
connections to other freight carriers. The train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) 
freight trains per day and the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF. In addition to the FEC and AAF planned train 
movements Tri-Rail Coastal Link is proposing up to 60 trains per day on the FEC Corridor originating from the Tri-Rail Red 
Line Corridor crossing on the Pompano Connector to the FEC Corridor. These estimates contradict the estimated 20 freight 
trips per day listed in the DEIS. This dramatic increase in freight, passenger and commuter Rail operations requires 
consideration of separation of freight and passenger operations to improve the service on the existing corridor and lessen 
the impact on navigation at the New River and the other movable bridges at St. Lucie and Loxahatchee Rivers. 
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SECTION 1, INTRODUCTION, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page1-1 Introduction 
 
This Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) evaluates a proposal by All Aboard Florida ‐ Operations LLC (AAF) to 
institute intercity passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, Florida with station stops in Orlando, West Palm 
Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami (Project). The Project would consist of a 235‐mile intercity passenger rail service with 
an anticipated three‐hour travel time. 
 
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) published a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Project in the Federal Register on April 15, 2013. FRA is the lead federal agency responsible for conducting 
the environmental review and preparing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental documentation 
related to the Project described in this DEIS 
 
Page 1-7  
 
1.5  Development of this Environmental Impact Statement 
As it has in the past, FRA has used a third party contracting process in preparing this DEIS. FRA does not have appropriated 
funds to support the development of EISs for RRIF loan applications. As a result, FRA requires the applicant to engage the 
services of a qualified consultant approved by FRA to assist FRA in preparing the EIS. Consistent with a memorandum of 
agreement among the parties, the third party contractor is paid for by AAF but reports to and takes direction from FRA. 
In developing the proposed action, AAF engaged the services of consultant firms to prepare engineering designs for the 
Project and to prepare technical reports documenting existing environmental conditions and analyses of environmental 
consequences. FRA’s third party contractor reviewed all materials provided by AAF; assisted FRA in determining that this 
information was complete, accurate, and relevant; and assisted FRA In the preparation of this DEIS. 
 
Comment: It is apparent that AAF did not disclose all issues to the third party contractor which should be a part of the 
discussion and be included in the impacts and issues discussed in the DEIS document. It may also be possible that the Third 
party contractor ignored the issues if in fact they were provided which in either case is a mistake in not including them in 
the DEIS. 
 
This document does not question the Purpose and need for the proposed action. Therefore we do not have comments 
regarding Section 2 of the DEIS. 
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SECTION 3, ALTERNATIVES, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 3-1 Alternatives 
 
3 Alternatives 
 
The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA) state that the alternatives section is the heart of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (40 CFR § 1502.14). 
Those regulations and accompanying guidance, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental 
Policy Act Regulations (CEQ 1981), require a federal decision‐maker, in this case the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
to: 
 


 Develop and describe the range of alternatives capable of achieving the purpose and need (1505.1(e)), including 
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency and the No‐Action Alternative (1502.14(d)); and 


 Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate these alternatives, and provide reasons why the lead agency 
eliminated certain alternatives from further study (1502.14(a)). 


 
This chapter describes the process through which the Proposed Action (Build) Alternatives and the No‐Action Alternative 
for Phase II of the Orlando‐Miami Passenger Rail Project were identified and evaluated, and provides a detailed description 
of the alternatives evaluated in this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The environmental impacts of each of 
the alternatives that were carried forward from this screening process are evaluated in Chapter 5, Environmental 
Consequences, of this DEIS. 
 
Comment: The DEIS is not in compliance with this directive to include all of the alternatives to achieve the purpose and 
need of the project when significant issues  (proposed freight increase and Tri-Rail passenger operations) concerning rail 
operations and impacts on navigation have not been addressed in the DEIS.  In other words, all prior alternatives (such as 
a tunnel, and mid-level or high level bridges should have been analyzed in the DEIS instead of dismissed.  
 
Page 3-2 
 
3.2 Alternatives Identification and Screening 
 
This section describes the alternatives that were identified and developed for the Project and the criteria used to evaluate 
each alternative. The analysis also included a preliminary comparison of potential impacts to key environmental resources.  
Alternatives were identified and screened in an iterative, three level process: 


 Level 1 identified and screened overall routes connecting Orlando with the previously reviewed West Palm Beach 
to Miami service, and identified a preferred route alternative. 


 Level 2 was more fine‐grained and evaluated segment alternatives within the preferred route. 


 Level 3 evaluated alternatives within one segment (the Orlando‐Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA)‐
controlled segment of the East‐West Corridor) of the preferred route. 


 
Figure 3.2‐1 shows the screening process graphically. In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy the 
Project’s purpose, including its feasibility as a private enterprise, AAF developed evaluation criteria, including six critical 
determining factors (Critical Determining Factors) that must be met in order for AAF to be able to proceed with the Project. 
These screening criteria recognize that AAF is a private enterprise that cannot rely on government operating subsidies and 
that does not have the authority to acquire property by eminent domain (condemnation). To be feasible as a private 
enterprise, AAF must be able to: 
 


 Provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, by 
extending previously reviewed passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami; 
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 Gain access to the lands on which alternatives are proposed through viable acquisitions, leases, licenses, permits, 
or other arrangements that do not preclude the feasibility of the Project as a private enterprise; 


 Deliver a travel time that will meet the ridership targets necessary for a sustainable commercial initiative; 


 Commence construction in the near term in order to control costs; 


 Remain in close proximity to existing or planned transportation corridors in order to limit land acquisitions and 
related impacts; and 


 Limit cost of development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental mitigation. 
 
AAF identified the alternatives at each level, and developed and applied screening criteria to determine whether each 
alternative was reasonable and capable of being implemented in accordance with these overall objectives. FRA has 
independently evaluated AAF’s analysis, validated assumptions, and has prepared the following summary of the 
alternatives evaluation process. 
 
Comment:  In order to satisfy the above criteria the full impact of all rail operations must be evaluated in the alternatives. 
The omission of any future rail operations will impact the ability of the alternative selection to satisfy the project purpose, 
it will also affect projected travel times and prohibits the ability to perform a complete evaluation as to the necessity of 
providing additional ROW and infrastructure to support the project.  The projected costs to implement the project will not 
be accurate without the consideration of those costs for future freight and passenger operations by AAF and Tri-Rail. 
Impacts on the environment and on Navigation in particular will not be accurately identified without inclusion of all of the 
possible future rail operations on the FEC corridor. 
 
Page 3-10 
 
3.2.1.3 Route Alternatives Screening 
The four Level 1 Route Alternatives were evaluated using screening criteria specific to the overall Project objectives and 
the level of design available for these routes. This section describes the screening criteria and how the criteria were applied 
to identify a preferred route. Table 3.2‐1 presents the results of the Level 1 screening analysis. Shaded cells indicate that 
the alternative does not satisfy the screening criterion. As shown in Table 3.2‐1, the CSX, Florida’s Turnpike, and I‐95 Route 
Alternatives do not meet the overall screening criteria. 
 
The CSX Route Alternative does not meet the Project purpose. Trip times would exceed the 3‐hour target. Because of the 
substantial number of private land acquisitions, the Project could not be constructed in a reasonable time frame and 
would not be practicable if AAF was unable to purchase these properties. Because it requires an operating agreement 
with CSX, there is a potential that an acceptable operating agreement would not be developed and this route would not 
be practicable. In addition, the CSX Route Alternative would have the second‐highest level of wetland loss based on 
wetland acreage, and would not be the least environmentally damaging alternative as defined by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) with respect to Section 404 permitting. 
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Table 3.2-1       Screening Analysis Results – Level 1 Route Alternatives 
 Alternative 


 
Criterion 


 
Metric 


 
CSX 


Florida 
Turnpike 


 
I-95 


 
FECR 


Land Access Requires new rail 
connector across West 
Palm Beach 


Yes Yes Yes No 


 Requires RR operating 
agreement for shared 
use 


Yes No No Yes 
(in place) 


 Requires land from 
private landowners 


Substanti
al 


(1,556 
parcels) 


Substantial 
(211 parcels) 


Substantial 
(743 parcels) 


2 private 
parcels 


(3 public)  Requires lease from 
public transportation 
agencies 


Yes Yes Yes Yes 
(in place) 


Logistics 


Use of Existing 
Infrastructure 


Does the alternative use 
existing infrastructure? 


Partially No No Partially 


Train Signaling 
and 
Control Systems 


Does the alternative have 
a rail signal and control 
system in place? 


Partially No No Partially 


Route Length and 
Time 


Does the alternative 
meet the target travel 
time 
(3 hrs., 15 min. or less)? 


264 
miles 


Time > 
target 


226 
miles 


Time = 
target 


229 
miles 


Time = 
target 


235 miles 
Time = target 


Environmental 


Wetlands and 
Waterways1 


Amount of resource 
directly or indirectly 
affected 


268 acres 243 acres 272 acres 134 acres 


Conservation 
Lands2 


Amount of resource 
potentially affected 


13 miles 0 miles 12 miles 5 miles 


Threatened 
and 
Endangered 
Species3 


Number of habitats 
directly or indirectly 
affected 


14 10 3 11 


1            Within a the construction footprint (100-feet wide for new track) 


2            Miles crossed or adjacent to the alternative 


3            Within a 300-foot corridor centered on the track 
 
Comment: Omitted from the screening analysis for the Level 1 Route Alternatives is the impact on Navigation for the FECR 
alternative Routes. This impact should be considered when evaluating all of the possible routes. Additionally, diversion of 
freight traffic from the FEC line to the CSX line or other future planned rail corridors should be considered to make way 
for increased passenger traffic.  Referred to as “freight rationalization,” and advanced by the Treasure Coast Regional 
Planning Council (represented on the Coastal Link Steering Committee) this means should be considered in the context of 
the cumulative impact of future rail traffic on South Florida rail corridors.   
Page 3-12 
 
At-Grade Crossings and Railroad Bridges 
 
The alternatives analysis considers the number of existing at‐grade crossings that would have to be modified and the 
number of new at‐grade crossings that would need to be constructed where a grade‐separated crossing was not feasible 
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or necessary. The total number of at‐grade crossings would potentially impact train speeds as trains must reduce speeds 
in some areas with at‐grade crossings. New at‐grade crossings would add to the Project cost and would impact traffic on 
local roads. Improvements or widening of existing at‐grade crossings would also impact Project cost. The number of at‐
grade crossings for each alternative was estimated using GIS mapping. 
 
The alternatives analysis also considers the number of new bridges over waterways or highways that would be required 
for each alternative. Bridge construction would impact Project cost and schedule, as bridges require longer construction 
time than at‐grade railroad infrastructure. The number of new or modified bridges associated with each alternative was 
estimated using GIS mapping. For the FECR Corridor, the analysis includes those existing bridges that would require 
modification or replacement. 
 
Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as proposed by Tri-Rail 
should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the screening analysis of the alternatives. 
 
Page 3-15 
 


 
Table 3.2-2       Screening Analysis Results – Level 2 FECR Route Segment Alternatives 
Criterion Metric 2A 2B 2B GOAA 2C 
Time of Execution Can the alternative be 


constructed in the near-
term? 


No Yes No No 


Logistics 


Land Access Number of landowners 279 5 100 63 
At-Grade Crossings Number of new or 


extended crossings 
8 0 8 (existing) 16 


Bridges Number of new or 
reconstructed bridges over 
waterways/over roads 


27/10 27/10 27/8 26/37 


Route Length and Time Does the alternative meet 
the target travel time 
(3 hrs. 15 min. or less)? 


248 miles 
Time> target 


235 miles 
Time= target 


233 miles 
Time>target 


238 miles 
Time>targ 
et 


Environmental 


Wetlands and 
Waterways 1 


Amount of resource 
directly or indirectly 
impacted 


534 acres 134 acres 285 acres 674 acres 


Conservation Lands 2 Amount of resource 
potentially impacted 


7 miles 5 miles 9 miles 5 miles 


Threatened and 
Endangered Species 1 


Number of habitats 
directly or indirectly 
impacted 


33 11 7 8 


Source; AMEC 2014d, Addendum to Technical Memorandum 3, Screening Analysis for Alternatives Identification. 
1            Within a 300-foot corridor centered on the track 
2            Miles crossed or adjacent to the alternative 
 
 
Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as proposed by Tri-Rail 
should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the screening analysis of the alternatives. 
 
Page 3-26 
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3.3.2 No-Action Alternative 
The No‐Action Alternative involves no changes to the rail line within the FECR Corridor beyond regular maintenance and 
improvements that have been currently planned and funded. Under the No‐Action Alternative, existing freight operations 
and infrastructure would be maintained by FECR. The No‐Action Alternative would also include future planned and funded 
roadway, transit, air, and other intermodal improvements likely to be completed within the Project study area by the 2016 
target date. Table 3.3‐1 shows the future freight operations within the FECR Corridor that would occur in the absence of 
the Project. 
 
Table 3.3-1       Existing and Future Freight Train Operations (No-Action Alternative) 


 
Day 


2013 (Existing) 2016 
Number of trains 
per day 
(7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 


Number of trains 
per night 
(10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 


Number of trains 
per day 
(7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 


Number of trains 
per night 
(10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 


Monday 10 5 16 8 
Tuesday 11 6 16 9 
Wednesday 11 6 17 9 
Thursday 10 7 15 9 
Friday 11 5 12 6 
Saturday 6 3 8 2 
Sunday 4 6 11 6 
Total 63 38 95 49 
Average Trains per 
Day 


14 20 


Source: AAF. 2013a. Modeling Assumptions. May 2013. Report. 
 
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations are incorrect; they do not include the increase in freight traffic 
planned for by FEC due to the Post Panamax expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port 
Miami and Port Everglades to accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 
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Bridge and Structures 


Bridge construction over waterways would be required at the 18 locations listed in Table 3.3‐5, either to 
rehabilitate the existing bridges (two locations), replace the original bridge with two new single‐track 
bridges (nine locations), or retain the existing bridge and construct a new single‐track bridge adjacent to 
the existing (seven locations) (Figure 3.3‐4). Bridge plans are currently at the conceptual design level. 
Sixteen new bridges would be constructed in‐water or over water and would be fixed‐span structures. All 
new structures would be concrete, supported on concrete pilings, and would retain the existing vertical 
and horizontal clearances. The Project also includes rehabilitating the two moveable bridges at the St. 
Lucie River and Loxahatchee (Jupiter Inlet) River. 
Table 3.3-5       Proposed Bridges, N-S Corridor 


 
Bridge 


 
Existing 


Number of New 
Single- Track 
Bridges 


 
Length 
(ft) 


 
Width 
(ft) 


 
Number of 
Spans 


Horse Creek Retain 1 72 16 3 
Eau Gallie River Demolish 2 580 16 (15)1 
Crane Creek Demolish 2 660 16 (17) 
Turkey Creek Demolish 2 180 16 3 


Goat Creek Demolish 2 120 16 5 
St. Sebastian River Demolish 2 1625 16 (43) 


North Canal Retain 1 100 16 4 
Main Canal Retain 1 118 16 4 


South Canal Retain 1 125 16 5 


Taylor Creek Rehabilitate - 210 16 8 


Moores Creek Retain 1 72 16 3 
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Rio Waterway Demolish 2 95 16 4 
St. Lucie River Rehabilitate - 1270 24 49 


Salerno Waterway Retain 1 40 16 2 
Salerno Waterway 2 Demolish 2 103 16 4 


Manatee Tributary 1 Demolish 2 34 16 1 
Manatee Tributary 2 Demolish 2 34 16 1 


Loxahatchee River Rehabilitate - 585 28 9 
Earman River Retain 1 175 16 7 


1 Number of spans has not been determined for the new structure. (X) is number of existing spans. 
 
 
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations are incorrect; they do not include the increase in freight traffic 
planned for by FEC due to the Post Panama expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port 
Miami and Port Everglades to accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 
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3.3.3.4 West Palm Beach – Miami Corridor 
 
The Project within the WPB‐M Segment remains the same as the project evaluated in the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI. Phase 
I of the Project includes reconstructing the former second track within the FECR ROW from West Palm Beach to Miami 
and constructing new passenger rail stations in West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami. New elements of the Phase 
II Project that were not previously evaluated in the WPB‐M Segment include replacing or reconstructing seven bridges 
over waterways. 
 
Bridges 
 
As shown in Table 3.3‐6, AAF proposes to improve seven bridges within the WPB‐M Segment to accommodate the 
proposed second track. As long‐range operational flexibility for full operations from Orlando to Miami has been further 
studied and understood, AAF has determined that double‐tracking these bridges would be warranted for Phase II 
operations. As shown in Table 3.3‐6, four bridges would be rehabilitated, and seven would require construction to replace 
the original bridge with two new single track bridges (the two Middle River crossings and the Oleta River), or retain the 
existing bridge and construct a new single‐track bridge adjacent to the existing structure (four locations) (Figure 3.3‐4). All 
new structures would be concrete, supported by concrete pilings, and would retain the existing vertical and horizontal 
clearances. The moveable bridge at the New River in Fort Lauderdale would be rehabilitated as part of Phase 1. 
 


Table 3.3-6       Proposed Bridges over Waterways, West Palm Beach-Miami Corridor 


 
Bridge 


 
Existing 


Number of 
New Single- 
Track Bridges 


 
Length 
(ft) 


 
Width 
(ft) 


 
Number of 
Spans 


West Palm Beach Canal Retain 1 200 16 9 


Boynton Canal Retain 1 154 16 6 
Hidden Valley Canal Rehabilitate - 171 13 6 
Hillsboro Canal Retain 1 206 16 8 


Cypress Creek Canal Retain -    
North Fork Middle River Demolish 2 192 16 (8)1 


South Fork Middle River Demolish 2 192 16 (8)1 


New River Rehabilitate - 210 30 6 
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Tarpon River Retain -    
Dania Canal Rehabilitate - 79 30 1 


Oleta River Demolish 2 82 16 (26)1 


Snake Creek Canal Rehabilitate - 160 27 7 
Arch Creek Retain 1 75 16 1 
Biscayne Park Canal Retain -    


Little River Canal Retain -    


1 Number of spans has not been determined for the new structure. (X) is number of existing spans. 
 
Comment: The DEIS does not discuss the movable bridge over the New River being planned by Tri-Rail and included in 
their Environmental Assessment. AAF in their DEIS proposes a rehabilitation of the New River Bridge. FEC has been in 
discussion with Tri-Rail and has provided data to Tri-Rail. If this bridge being proposed by Tri-Rail is included in their plan, 
FEC needs to discuss how this will affect their planned operations for freight as well as their planned AAF passenger 
operations.  AAF should include in their alternates the shared use of this proposed bridge and consider its construction in 
the initial stage of the AAF project rather than after Tri-Rail commences their project.  Such coordination should be 
motivated by the most efficient and prudent expenditure of the public’s investment through proper forethought, planning 
and coordinated design.  
 
Fort Lauderdale Station 
 
Subsequent to the publication of the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI, AAF shifted the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station building 
to the opposite (west) side of the tracks, along NW 2nd Avenue between NW 4th Street and Broward Boulevard. On March 
27, 2014 FRA issued a Re‐Evaluation that determined the new location would not change the environmental impacts 
identified in the 2012 EA and previously found to be not significant (Appendix 3.3‐A). 
 
Comment: AAF plans for the Fort Lauderdale Station are for an at-Grade Station. Tri-Rail in their Environmental 
Assessment discusses a mid-level movable bridge which would be at a minimum clearance of 21 feet over MHW. This 
would require that the Ft. Lauderdale Station be an elevated station. Since a shared station is proposed by Tri-Rail with 
AAF this needs to be included and considered in the AAF DEIS so the final design and construction does waste taxpayer 
investment in this joint public-private project.  
 
 
 
 
Page 3-34 
3.4 Operations 
The Project’s planned service between Orlando and Miami would consist of 16 revenue round‐trips leaving hourly in each 
direction from 5:00 AM to 9:00 PM, with planned stops at the two intermediate stations in West Palm Beach and Fort 
Lauderdale. The last Orlando‐bound revenue train would arrive in Orlando at 12:10 AM and the last Miami‐bound revenue 
train would arrive in Miami at 11:10 PM. Total scheduled travel time, including stops, is anticipated to be 3 hours, 10 
minutes between the terminal stations. Station to station travel time would be 1 hour, 50 minutes from Orlando to West 
Palm Beach, and 1 hour, 20 minutes from West Palm Beach to Miami. The planned operating speed has three components: 
a maximum speed of 125 mph from Orlando to Cocoa; a maximum speed of 110 mph from Cocoa to West Palm Beach; 
and a maximum speed of 79 mph from West Palm Beach to Miami. Table 3.3‐9 depicts the projected average operating 
speeds for passenger and freight rail service by county and the net change in freight rail average operating speed over 
today’s performance. The E‐W Corridor from MCO to Cocoa would be a dedicated‐use corridor with only passenger service 
and no grade crossings, while the N‐S Corridor would be a shared‐use corridor with freight and passenger service and 
grade crossings. 
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Table 3.3-9       Projected Average Passenger Rail Operating Speeds by County 
 
County 


2013 Freight/ 
2016 No-Action 
Alternative (mph) 


 
2016 Freight (with 
Project) (mph) 


 
2016 Passenger 
(mph) 


Change in Average 
Freight Speed with 
Project (mph) 


Orange N/A1 N/A 68.472 N/A1 


Brevard 31.95 40.97 93.77 9.02 
Indian River 38.57 43.45 103.34 4.88 


St. Lucie 33.48 35.55 93.38 2.07 
Martin 31.76 37.06 76.96 5.30 
Palm Beach 34.89 40.42 75.37 5.53 
Broward 31.57 38.11 61.72 6.54 


Miami-Dade 39.63 39.91 55.67 -0.72 


Source: AAF. 2013a. Modeling Assumptions. May 2013. Report. 
1 Only the E-W Corridor enters Orange County, which does not carry freight traffic 


 
 
Comment: 
 
The operations described in the DEIS do not accurately reflect the total projected increase in freight traffic throughout 
Florida due in part to increased activity at Port Everglades and Port Miami following the Panama Canal Expansion. FEC has 
on numerous occasions discussed the increased traffic on FEC with Florida Legislators, senior Florida agency staff, and 
Industry leaders. FEC has made substantial improvements to their rail facilities at the Ports due to this proposed Panama 
Canal generated shipping, and the State of Florida has made substantial investments in seaports, Strategic Intermodal 
System planning, and the Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan- Investment Element, July 2014 (see 
http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18. pdf ).   
It is a major omission to exclude this projected increase from the DEIS. Shared use of the corridor by Tri-Rail also needs to 
be considered and evaluated with regard to train speeds. 
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SECTION 4, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 4-4 
 
4.1.2.1      Rail Transportation 
 
There are three primary north‐south rail corridors in the Project Study Area. One corridor runs along the east coast of Florida 


between Jacksonville and Miami and is owned by FECR. According to the FECR operations  data  from  2012,  this  route  


consists  of  four  flat  switching  yards,  72  industry  turnouts,  and 21 over‐grade and under‐grade bridges. CSX owns tracks 


through the center of the state between Winter Haven and Palm Beach that connect to a third set of tracks owned by the State 


of Florida between Palm Beach and Miami  (South Flor ida  Rai l  Corr idor ).  There is  n o  ex i s t i n g  rai l  


in f rast ructure  in t h e  E‐W Corridor.   


 
Existing Passenger Train Service 
 
The National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak) provides passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami on their 


Silver Star and Silver Meteor services. These services originate in New York City and operate between Orlando and Miami via 


CSX tracks to West Palm Beach and the South Florida Rail Corridor tracks between West Palm Beach and Miami. These 


services stop at ten stations including Orlando, Kissimmee, Winter Haven, West Palm Beach, and Miami. One train operates 


per service each day in each direction with travel times ranging from 5 hours, 45 minutes to 7 hours, 34 minutes. The average 


round trip cost for the service is $100.00 for one adult passenger. In 2012, ridership for the entire Silver Star   service   was   


425,794   passengers,   while   ridership   for   the   entire   Silver   Meteor   service   was 375,164   passengers.   Combined   


ridership   was   800,958   annual   passengers   (Brookings   2013).  


 


The South Florida Regional Transit Authority (SFRTA) serves the Project Study Area with commuter rail service between 
Mangonia Park in West Palm Beach and Miami (approximately 70 miles), called “Tri‐Rail.” Only the northernmost station, 
Mangonia Park, is within the Orlando to West Palm Beach study area. Tri‐Rail operates on the South Florida Rail Corridor 
and serves 17 stations with 25 southbound (SB) and 25 northbound (NB) trains per weekday, and 15 SB/15 NB trains per 
weekend day. The travel time between West Palm Beach and Miami is 1 hour, 40 minutes. Tri‐Rail has a zone based fare 
system which ranges from $2.50 to $6.90 per trip.  Fare discounts are available.  Average  monthly  ridership  for  2012  
ranged  from  less  than  12,000  to  over  14,000  riders,  which  is  an  increase  over  the  previous  year  (SFRTA 2013b). 
Figure 4.1.2‐2 shows the Tri‐Rail service.  
 
Existing Freight Rail Service 
Regular freight traffic currently operates within the FECR Corridor from Jacksonville to Miami. The  freight track within the 
FECR Corridor was evaluated from Mile Post (MP) 170 in Cocoa (Brevard  County) to MP  299  in  West  Palm  Beach  (Palm  
Beach  County).  The  existing  freight  traffic  consists  of  an  average  of  15 trains per day with a low of nine daily trains 
on Saturday and a high of 17 daily trains Tuesday  through Thursday. This includes both NB and SB trains. The average 
train length is 8,150 feet, which includes two locomotives and 101 cars. Regular freight traffic also operates within the 
CSX/South Florida Rail corridors from Orlando to Miami. Figure 4.1.2‐3 shows the CSX tracks in the Project Study Area. 
 
Comment: The shared use of the FEC corridor for FEC freight operations, AAF proposed passenger operations and Tri-Rail 
commuter rail service must be fully analyzed in the AAF DEIS in order to understand and evaluate the impact of these 
multiple rail operations on the existing corridor. The DEIS should be clear on what rail infrastructure is contemplated by 
each railroad. The impact of combined service on the existing single track and double track corridor must be fully explored 
and evaluated. The DEIS should be clear on how many tracks are being provided throughout the length of the existing 
corridor; it should also discuss the potential for use of the CSX tracks in Figure 4.1.2-3 since the CSX corridor will be 
integrated with future rail traffic of all types.  
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4.1.3 Navigation 
The United States Coast Guard (USCG) has reviewed the Project and determined that six of the proposed bridges (the new 
bridge across the St. Johns River parallel to SR 528, and the proposed second‐track bridges across the Eau Gallie River, St. 
Sebastian River, Crane Creek, Turkey Creek, and the Hillsboro Canal in Broward County) will require bridge permits (USCG 
letter May 1, 2013, Appendix 4.1.3‐B). The USCG requested that a navigation analysis of these bridges be included in the 
EIS (USCG letter July 24, 2013, Appendix 4.1.3‐A). This detailed analysis is provided in Appendix 4.1.3‐C, Navigation 
Discipline Report. The USCG determined (USCG letter May 1, 2013) that an additional twelve bridges that would be 
reconstructed as part of the Project are exempt from obtaining bridge permits. The reasons provided by the USCG for 
their exemption include that they are either not navigable other than by rowboats, canoes, or small motorboats and 
existing navigational clearances would be maintained; fall under the Coast Guard Authorization Act of 1982; or are not 
subject to tidal influence, not used for substantial interstate or foreign commerce, and not susceptible to such use in their 
natural or potentially improved condition. USCG did not make any findings concerning other fixed‐span bridges where 
superstructure replacement would be required to accommodate the proposed second track. At a meeting held on August 
12, 2013 (see Appendix 4.3.1‐A for meeting notes), USCG indicated that information on the operations of all moveable 
bridges within the Project Study Area would be required to determine if there would be any operational effects on 
navigation. USCG also requested information on the navigation conditions at the New River Bridge within the WPB‐M 
Corridor. 
 
This section provides a summary of existing navigational conditions for the proposed new fixed bridge over the St. Johns 
River and for three existing moveable bridges (Figure 4.3.1‐1):   
 


 The St. Lucie River (St. Lucie/Martin County);  


 The Loxahatchee River (also known as the Jupiter River, Martin/Palm Beach County); and  


 The New River in Fort Lauderdale (Broward County). 
 
4.1.3.1      Methodology 
 
This section describes the methods used to evaluate existing vessel traffic at the three moveable bridges and to evaluate 
existing economic conditions associated with the maritime industry at these locations. This study considers data presented 
in previous traffic studies performed by others, and includes detailed analyses and simulation modeling results based on 
current and future freight train operations, proposed passenger rail, and recent boat traffic surveys. These studies and 
analyses include:  


 Literature reviews of vessel traffic studies conducted at each bridge;  
 


 Summaries of 2014 vessel traffic surveys gathered through video assessments;  
 


 Summaries of bridge closure data;  
 


 A detailed analysis of the existing vessel traffic and bridge schedules;  
 


 A detailed analysis of the marine industry at each bridge;  
 


 Socioeconomic analyses; and  
 


 Results from a discrete‐event simulation model of vessel traffic.  
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Vessel Survey Modeling 
 
Vessel  traffic  on  the  New  River,  Loxahatchee  River,  and  St.  Lucie River were characterized based on a traffic survey 
and video survey.  
 
2014 Vessel Traffic Survey 
 
As described in the 2014 Navigation Discipline Report (Appendix 4.1.3‐C) video recordings from cameras located at FECR’s 
bridges at the St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee River, and New River were provided by FECR. The videos contain approximately 
two to three weeks of data from the peak vessel traffic season, and in some instances a holiday, and were used to quantify 
the number and types of recognizable vessels that pass under the bridges under existing conditions. The raw data collected 
includes the number and size of commercial and recreational vessels that pass under the bridges. These data were 
summarized and organized to show differences and patterns between and within weekdays, weekends, and different 
times of the day (AMEC 2014a).  
 
Comment: The USCG reviewed the Navigation Discipline Report (NDR) for the AAF Passenger Rail Project prepared by 
AMEC for AAF. The USCG commented on the report in a letter dated 02 June 2014 to Charlene Stroehlen, P.E. Senior 
Associate Engineer AMEC – Environment & Infrastructure authored by Barry L. Dragon, Director, District Bridge Program, 
Seventh Coast Guard District. The letter makes the following comments: 
  


In Sections 2.6.2 and 6.0, the NDR addresses evaluation criteria and a criteria matrix for assessing the No-Build 
alternative and the Proposed Action's impact on identified navigation needs. While information on the impacts on 
navigation received from the applicant will be analyzed, the Coast Guard will make the ultimate determination as 
to whether or not the impacts on navigation are unreasonable. 
 
The Coast Guard, in making a permit decision, must preserve the public right of navigation while maintaining a 
reasonable balance between competing land and waterborne transportation needs. We do so by taking a balanced 
approach to total transportation systems, both land and water modes, in all bridge actions.  At this time, we are 
unable to fully assess the potential impacts and will require more information on the following issues prior to 
making a permit decision: 
 
1.   The impacts on navigation from the natural flow of these waterways, including currents and water velocity 
fluctuations, while vessels await openings at these drawbridges remain unknown; 
 
2.   The affected drawbridges set the most restrictive vertical clearance on these waterways, and a large percentage 
of vessels cannot transit the bridges in the closed position; 
 
3.   Any increase in the existing closure periods at the drawbridges spanning these waterways may not provide for 
the reasonable needs of navigation; 
 
4.   The methodology used in the NDR may be sufficient to assess the waterways’ trends and uses for purposes of 
making a navigation impact determination.   However, the Coast Guard is unfamiliar with the model and needs to 
evaluate the assumptions and data therein. 
 
Accordingly, additional study will be required to determine the reasonable needs of navigation on these three 
waterways in the vicinity of the drawbridges. To advance the NEP A process, we support including the NDR as an 
attachment to the DEIS as it informs the choice of alternatives for analysis. The DEIS should note that the Coast 
Guard still must make a determination as to the prospective impacts on navigation in the vicinity of the three 
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drawbridges spanning the New River in Broward County, Loxahatchee River in Palm Beach County, and the St. 
Lucie River in 
Martin County and that the DEIS will be used to inform that Coast Guard determination. 
 
If the Coast Guard determines the proposed AAF operating schedule unreasonably impacts navigation on the New 
River, Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie rivers, it may be necessary for the Coast Guard to amend existing bridge 
regulations and require modifications to those bridge operations so that navigation is not unreasonably burdened. 


 
Comment: This author is in agreement with the comments and recommendations contained in the above letter. We also 
believe the Vessel Traffic Study and the impact on navigation is flawed in part as a result of the inaccuracy introduced in 
the model by not including the planned Tri-Rail Commuter Operations and all of the increase in Florida freight rail 
operations.  The number of trains per day and the length and speed of the freight trains not accounted for result in far 
more numerous openings and closure times at the FEC New River Bridge. The impact on navigation at the New River, 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges is far greater than shown in the NDR prepared by AMEC which forms the 
basis for the impacts on navigation contained in the DEIS. In addition a study of marine traffic at the New River presents 
information indicating the number, type and height above waterline of vessels navigating the New River, at the FEC New 
River Bridge is greater than the vessel traffic study contained in the DEIS. The Vessel Study referred to is the: 
  


Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.  Prepared by: Susan Engle, John 
Maxted,  James Anaston-Karas, of  Envirocare Solutions International, with subcontractor support provided by: 
Photography and Video, Ken Maff, Susan (Suki) Finnerty, Lucas Suski and John Place and Watercraft 
Identification performed by Ken Maff, Debora Radtke, and Wendy Umla.  


 
The report is dated November 2014, with excerpts included as an Appendix to this document submitted by the Coalition 
of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses. 
 
The DEIS in its present form regarding impacts on navigation must be rejected and revised to include an assessment of all 
future projected rail traffic at the New River, Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges. 
 
Finally, the vessel traffic simulation (as it was demonstrated at FRA’s public forums in South Florida) was unrealistic.  
Licensed sea captains and casual boat operators alike with local knowledge of New River are aware of its treacherous 
conditions, not the least of which is tidal current with occasional velocity exceeding 4 knots.  Accordingly, a computer 
model which demonstrates vessel maneuverability similar to automobiles is unrealistic and not representative of the real 
river navigation conditions.  
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4.1.3.2 Existing Navigation Conditions 
 
This section describes the nine waterways and the existing (2013) navigation conditions and operations at each waterway. 
 
Comment: This report does not comment on the navigation conditions at the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee river movable 
bridges. Comments on these bridges have been submitted by other parties. In addition this report does not comment on 
the fixed bridges. 
 
New River 


The New River originates in the Everglades and flows east to the Atlantic Ocean, entirely within Broward County. The New 


River is an extensive branched tidal waterway in Fort Lauderdale, which discharges to the ocean at Port Everglades. The 


waterway travels from the Intracoastal Waterway east to the west past residences and through the Central Business 


District of the City of Fort Lauderdale. West of the Central Business District, the river splits into North and South forks. 
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The North Fork of the New River is a shallow meandering tributary, bordered primarily by residences with private docks. 


The South Fork is a wider, deeper tributary, which supports larger vessels and is bordered by residences and commercial 


marine industries. Most marinas at the South Fork are located approximately 2.5 to 3.5 miles from the New River Bridge, 


and numerous boat yards extend to approximately 6.8 miles from the New River Bridge  


 


The New River has a robust waterfront industry, with vessel traffic utilizing a broad array of public and   private marine 


facilities including 12 marinas and four boat ramps; there are also four boat/yacht clubs, two waterfront restaurants, and 


two waterfront hotels that cater to mariners. The marinas range in scale from five slips to more than 190 slips, with an 


average of approximately 42 slips per marina. Marinas on the New River comprise approximately one third of all marinas 


in Broward County. The largest concentration of marinas is located on the South Fork of the New River approximately 


two miles west of New River Bridge (AMEC 2014a). The majority of Fort Lauderdale’s recreational boating industry (repair 


facilities, boatyards, boat sales, equipment sales) are also west of the bridge. Residential and commercial development 


occurs along the navigable extent of the New River, which provides approximately 280 private slips and 3,750 private 


docks. Hundreds of private docks, with boats up to 100 feet long, are also upriver of the bridge. According to a Broward 


County vessel traffic study (Mote Marine Laboratory 2005), recreational boating represents an estimated $8.8 billion 


segment of the local economy. In addition to private recreational boats, the New River is also used by commercial 


sightseeing vessels. The New River going inbound (or up river) starts at river markers five and six. The river is 


approximately 450 feet wide through marker 11 where the river makes an “S” turn to marker 12, known as the Tarpon 


Bend. Beyond marker 12 and into the Central Business District, the river is on average less than 150 feet wide, but can be 


as little as 100 feet wide at some narrower turns. This section of the river can be too narrow for larger vessels, which can 


include yachts up to 140 feet in length. Towboats are often utilized to tow 100‐foot yachts and larger vessels up and down 


the New River to and from several large boat yards that cater to yachts (e.g., Lauderdale Marine Center). All of the 


commercial vessels; such as the tour boats, tow boats and fuel barge boats; as well as bridges (including the FECR New 


River Bridge), monitor very high frequency (VHF) channel 9. 


 


The New River Bridge is located approximately 4 miles west of the New River’s inlet. The FECR railroad bridge, a 2‐track 


bascule bridge, crosses the waterway west of St. Andrews Avenue. The river at this location is approximately 135 feet 


wide. The bridge has a vertical clearance of four feet and a horizontal clearance of 60 feet (AMEC 2014a). The bridge is 


currently kept in the open position and lowered for freight train passage in accordance with USCG Drawbridge Operation 


Regulations at 33 CFR 111.313(b). A bridge operation survey performed through observations of live feed shows that the 


New River Bridge is closed on average 19 minutes per closure.  


 


Comment: The closure time reported in the Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.  
Prepared by: Evirocare Solutions International indicates closures  with  rail operations as they exist today, marine vessel 
traffic is delayed at the FEC bridge by approximately 9 to 72 minutes, which occurs 2 to 7 times per day during daylight 
hours.    
 


Based on the January 2014 FECR video, an average of 157 vessel crossings occurred at the New River Bridge (Min=99; 


Max=289) on a daily basis (6:00 AM to 6:30 PM) from Monday through Friday compared to an average of 356 vessels 


(Min=262; Max=508) per day on a weekend day. As shown in Table 4.1.3‐2, the average count of commercial vessels per 


day ranged from 29 to 59 and the average count of recreational vessels per day ranged from 64 to 356. There was an 


increase in recreational vessel traffic by approximately 64 percent during the weekend; an increase in commercial 


crossings during the weekend was not observed during this two‐week assessment. Both Sundays observed during this 


two week video assessment (January 19 and January 26) had the most vessel activity, with a total 304 and 508 vessel 


counts from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM, respectively. Wednesdays and Thursdays reported the lowest vessel activity with an 
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average of 114 and 136 vessel counts, respectively. The average vessel count for Monday is likely higher than normal 


since it includes data from January 20, 2014, which was a holiday. 


(AMEC 2014a). 


 


The average vessel count observed during the February 2014 New River live feed observations was lower than values 


obtained from the January 2014 New River Bridge video assessment (Table 4.1.3‐2). However, the density of traffic was 


similar throughout the week, with lower vessel traffic on Thursdays and an increase in vessel traffic over the weekend. A 


higher traffic of recreational vessels was observed compared to commercial vessels. Most commercial vessel trips account 


for those made by taxi boats, the Jungle Queen, a sightseeing riverboat cruise, and towing services (AMEC 2014a). 


 
  Table 4.1.3-2    Daily Vessel Traffic at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River Bridges, January 2014 1 


 St. Lucie River Loxahatchee River New River 
Recreational Vessels    
Minimum 26 5 64 
Maximum 406 500 356 
Average 117 148 166 
Commercial Vessels    
Minimum 2 0 29 
Maximum 21 14 59 
Average 4 9 49 
Total Vessels    
Minimum 28 5 99 
Maximum 413 502 508 
Average 121 157 215 


Source:    AMEC. 2014a. Navigation Discipline Report for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida. 
July 2014.  


1 Vessel traffic was assessed during January daylight hours, from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM 
 
 
Comment: The Vessel Count contained in the Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, 
Florida.  Prepared by: Evirocare Solutions International, disagrees with the number reported in the DEIS as shown in the 
following excerpt from the study. 
 
“The variance of vessel traffic during high season (i.e. tourist season/ non-hurricane season from December to 
May) versus low season (hurricane season June to October) was examined.  Based on three years of data 
from Broward County bridge operations in the downtown only (with some extrapolations for missing monthly 
data), the average:  
 


 High season number of vessels is 1,272 and bridge openings is 925  
 Low season number of vessels is 979 and bridge openings is 781 


 
Thus, about 30 percent more vessel traffic is experienced in the height of season, with about 18 percent more 
bridge openings”.  
 
The variance in the number of vessels indicates that the DEIS is seriously flawed with respect to the impact on 
navigation at the New River Bridge.  
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SECTION 5, ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 5 – 7 
 
5.1.2.2 Environmental Consequences 
This section presents the potential impacts of the Project on rail transportation, highways, and local roads, in comparison 
to the No‐Action Alternative in the same analysis year (2016, projected to be the first year of revenue service).  
 
Page 5 – 9 
 
Rail Impacts 
The Project passenger operations would include 16 round‐trip passenger trains per day, which amounts to a maximum 
frequency of two passenger trains crossings per hour. Maximum operating speeds would range from 79 to 125 mph, 
depending upon the location along the E‐W or N‐S Corridors. Operating speeds will be greatest along the E‐W Corridor 
where there are no highway‐rail grade crossings. From the station at MCO to the station at West Palm Beach, service 
would be nonstop, as there are no intermediate stations proposed. 
 
The N‐S Corridor has been designed to cause no adverse impact on freight operations, and has an assumed beneficial 
impact on freight operations. The addition of passenger rail service would require modifying the mostly single‐track system 
to a mostly double track system, which would be used by both passenger and freight operations. This will improve freight 
efficiency by increasing average operating speeds. As a result, the Project would have beneficial impacts on future freight 
traffic along the N‐S Corridor. There are no existing freight rail operations within the E‐W Corridor; therefore, no impacts 
to freight rail operations would occur in the E‐W Corridor with Alternatives A, C, or E. 
 
The Project would also have a beneficial impact on the passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and Miami 
by providing potential customers with an alternative means of rail transportation. The Project is designed to provide a 
direct, nonstop rail service from MCO to West Palm Beach, which is a different service geographically and functionally 
compared to the existing Amtrak service. The Project would also provide more frequent and regular service, which would 
result in more flexibility to potential customers. Riders for AAF are expected to be primarily diverted from automobile 
modes (69 percent of forecast ridership). However, 2 percent of the AAF ridership is forecast to accrue from competing 
passenger rail services, which would include the existing Amtrak service. In 2019, this amounts to approximately 30,526 
annual trips (Table 5.1.2‐3) diverted from Amtrak, which is about 4 percent of Amtrak’s FY2012 ridership along the Silver 
Star (425,794) and Silver Meteor (375,164) corridors (Amtrak 2012). No diversion from Tri‐Rail is anticipated. Tri‐Rail 
provides frequent commuter‐rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami, with multiple stops and relatively low 
fares. The infrequent intercity passenger rail service provided by AAF would have fewer stops and higher fares, and would 
not be expected to divert a significant number of riders. 
 
 


“It’s hard to get an exact estimate of the number of vessels that travel west of the FEC rail bridge, but larger boats 
that require openings of the nearby Andrews Avenue bridge, can be tracked by looking at the bridge tender logs.” 
The number of openings for the Andrews Avenue Bridge is stated in the article as, “All told, the Andrews Avenue 
Bridge does about 10,000 openings per year. Peak months are March, April and May. The highest month was 
March, with 962 openings. The lowest month was September, with 623. And that’s just counting the larger boats 
that need more than the 18 feet of vertical clearance provided by the Andrews Bridge when it’s closed. Smaller 
powerboats such as center consoles, runabouts and skiffs — all of which would still require the FEC rail bridge to 
open — are not counted. Working by remote control, the FEC bridge is lowered for about a dozen freight trains 
each day. But the new passenger service would double, even triple the number of times it would have to 
go down.” 
 


Existing and Proposed Rail Operations were described as follows in the presentation to The Florida Senate, Committee for 
Commerce and Tourism, On October 7, 2013, by Rusty Roberts, FECI.  Excerpts from the report:  
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Proposed Passenger Operation Details:  
• Hourly northbound and southbound service starting in the early morning and ending in the evening  
• Trains will travel  


– Up to 79 mph between Miami and West Palm Beach  
– Up to 110 mph between West Palm Beach and Cocoa  
– Up to 125 mph between Cocoa and Orlando  


• Speed is based on factors such as curvature, signaling, track condition and the number of grade crossings  
 
All Aboard Florida claims its passenger trains will: 
   
• Be faster and lighter than the freight trains that currently operate in the existing rail corridor  
• Consist of two locomotives and seven passenger cars – train sets will be less than 1,000 feet  
• Clear intersections in less than a minute  
• Use clean diesel fuel and meet the highest emissions standards 


 
 
 Differences between Freight and Passenger Trains in the Existing Rail Corridor 


 Freight Current Conditions  Passenger Expected Conditions  


Average Train Length  7,800 feet  900 feet  


Trains Per Day  18  32  


Average Speed  38-52 MPH  79-125 MPH  


 
 
Future Freight 
AAF’s proposal hinges on what this report considers a faulty assumption- that there will be no additional bridge closure 
delays due to volume of train traffic, freight and passenger combined.  As stated in AAF, Environmental Assessment:    
 


“At the highest utilization rate of the ROW, which occurred in 2006, there were 23 through-freight trains per day 
over this FEC corridor running daily on the existing track (i.e., those trains running through one or more terminals 
before reaching a final destination, as opposed to local freight trains serving customers along the line).  By 
contrast, and as discussed herein, the operations proposed for the Project – even when combined with existing 
and future freight operations – will be more limited.  This is true because more efficient freight operations with 
faster, longer trains, have resulted in a reduced usage, with only 10 daily through-freight trains in operation 
today.” 


 
 
We consider this vastly understated, with our engineering assessment arriving at an estimate three times the AAF claim.  
This is supported by extensive evidence presented below.   
 
First, the national and international attention, 13 international Enterprise Florida Offices abroad including the cargo-rich 
Pacific Rim (Shanghai, Hong Kong, Taiwan, and Tokyo),1  private and public investments in Florida Seaports, intermodal 
logistics centers, and inland ports – all portend more freight traffic.  Some question whether one of the main drivers of 
extra freight, which is the completion of the Panama Canal extension, will be delivered on time.  A recent conference 
presentation by a Canal representative, and (coincidentally) moderated by Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) President 
and Chief Executive Officer Jim Hertwig, downplayed the recent work stoppage and reassured the audience that the 


                                                
1 See also article available [online] http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-
development.html , March 31, 2014.  



http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html

http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html
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massive public works project is on target for end of 2015 completion.2  Of course increased shipping through the Panama 
Canal will mean little to Florida if the freight can’t be captured and distributed through the Port of Miami.  “The port [of 
Miami]'s access to rail and intermodal connections will be key to making it an attractive port for shippers,” said Bill 
Johnson, Director of the Port of Miami. 3  
 
Next, consider the overview of testimony of FEC President and CEO James Hertwig at the 16th Annual Transportation & 
Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas (August 7, 2013) which underscores freight opportunities, and 
public and private investment  at the Port of Miami and Port Everglades:    
 


FEC Overview  
• 351 miles of mainline track  


− Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 
− Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network  


 
• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight  


− Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and  
challenging trucking environment  


 
• Attractive freight mix  


− Intermodal containers and trailers  
− Carload  


 
• Crushed rock (aggregate)  
• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products  
• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville  


 
Florida Market Overview  


• Large Consumer Market  
– 4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP)4 
– Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas 5  
– More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually  6  


 
• Strategic Location  


– Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin 
America  
– 3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports  
– Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades)  


 
The Asian Market Opportunity  


• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage  
− Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels  


                                                
2  Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-
completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014.  
3 Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-
completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014. 
4 Bureau of Economic Analysis, University of Florida.   
5 Florida Chamber Foundation and Florida Department of Transportation report (December 2010).  
6 VisitFlorida.com: http://media.visitflorida.org/new/news.php?id=230 
 



http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862

http://media.visitflorida.org/new/news.php?id=230
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− Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster all-
water times to the East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% 
more cost efficient)  


• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth  
• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in infrastructure 
improvements, which combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will make it a gateway for 
import/export activity  


− On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track 
access to North Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 
2013)  
− The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the 
Port (Completion: May 2014)  
− 50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion 
project 


 
Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami  


• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port customers  
 


– Only railroad with direct access to the Port  
– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline  


• Total project cost $45-50 million  
 


– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M)  
– Florida DOT (up to $9M)  
– Miami Dade County (up to $5M)  
– FEC (up to $9M)  


• Q2 2013 Update  
 


– Rail line lead to Port has been completed  
– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun  
– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun  


• Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013  
 
Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades  


• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of construction on a 42 
acre Intermodal Container Transfer Facility  
• Total Cost: $73M  


– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M  
– Broward County ~ $20M  
– State Grants ~ $18M  
 


• Q2 2013 Update  
– Lease agreement with Broward County executed  
– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company  
– Received State Loan funding in Q3  


 
• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014  


 
COMMENT: It is therefore clearly evident that FECR and FECI fully expect to provide increased freight rail operations in 
the near future. The AAF proposal for Passenger Rail Service is only one component of the total rail traffic that needs to 
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be analyzed in considering all of the impacts which will have an effect on marine traffic transiting the FECR corridor and 
the marine community in general i.e., yachting service industry, real estate interests, marinas and repair facilities, which 
are located west of the FECR corridor. 
 
The FRA, USCG and other permitting agencies must also not neglect analysis and engagement with CSX railway.  Recalling 
that CSX is approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida, this is another huge factor driving future rail planning in 
South Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement 
throughout the State and to seaports outside of South Florida.  If there is any doubt about its future business interest 
moving freight, one example is its April announcement of the opening of the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center 
in Winter Haven, FL.  Owned by Evansville Western Railway, the 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX Intermodal 
Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. Containerized freight previously handled at CSX's Orlando terminal will 
be shifted to the Winter Haven facility, while the Taft yard in Orlando will continue to serve other CSX needs.  [It will] … 
serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and South Florida.” 7 
 
3.  Time and delay of rail operations, existing and future   
 


 
Pictured above, FEC Rail Bridge in down position causing transiting boats to circle or temporarily tie up to limited dock 
space (if available).  (2014 photos) 


                                                
7 Available [online] at http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979, April 03, 2014.     
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Pictured above, FEC Rail Bridge closing with boat traffic approaching).  [2014 photos] 
 
 
The operation of the movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules and Regulations 
published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable Waters”. The FECR bridges in 
question are presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is fully automatic utilizing electronic sensors and 
cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and closing operations are controlled utilizing the information transmitted 
from the sensors and cameras at the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at New Smyrna Beach.  
 
The existing rail operations on the FECR Bridge 341.26 as  shown in  Table 3.3-1 Existing and Future Freight Train Operations 
(No-Action Alternative) in the DEIS consists of an average of 14 freight trains per day. The bridge is normally left in the 
open position to allow navigation unrestricted access. The bridge is operated remotely and the operation to close the 
bridge to navigation and permit rail traffic to cross commences when the control center is alerted to an approaching train 
which requires the bridge to be closed. When trains approach, a horn blows and a timing board with neon numerals visible 
to boaters is activated with a 5-minute countdown by seconds to span closure. Additionally, electric eyes scan the channel 
to assure clearance before closing. Machinery will not operate automatically until all systems are cleared. Trains are 
warned when bascule operations are interrupted and begin slowing for a stop until fully cleared to transit the bascule 
bridge. Eye witness accounts of the closing procedure have reported that the initial 5-minute countdown has been in some 
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cases 6 minutes in duration. Presently there is no rule in the CFR regarding the FEC New River Bridge. The USCG has asked 
FEC to request a rule for Bridge 341.26 however FEC has not complied. A specific rule regarding the amount of time the 
bridge is to be open per hour is a necessity for the FEC bridge when considering the planned operations by FEC, AAF and 
Tri-Rail. 
 
Train lengths reported in presentations made by FECR are 7800 feet long and travel at speeds varying from 38 to 52 MPH. 
Several videos of FECR trains transiting one of the three movable bridges indicate the train consisted of two engines pulling 
161 cars of intermodal freight. 161 intermodal cars having a length of 64 +/- feet per car would have an overall length of 
10300 feet. Other videos found during research for this report also indicate FECR intermodal trains containing more than 
200 cars which would have a length of 12800 feet.  
 
Assuming a speed at the lower range of 38 MPH approx. 50 feet per second, is more likely to occur in the Ft. Lauderdale 
area with numerous grade crossings and the New River Bridge. Using the 7800 foot train length quoted by FECR the time 
required for the train to travel across the bridge is 7800 feet / 50 FPS= 156 seconds which equals 2.6 minutes. Likewise 
the 12800 foot train passage is 12800 feet / 50FPS= 256 seconds which equals 4.3 minutes. Slower speeds would increase 
the time required for a train to pass the bridge.  
 
The most optimistic total time to close the bridge to navigation, allow the train to pass over the bridge and open the bridge 
to navigation can be estimated to be 5 minutes for the initial countdown, 1.5 minutes to lower the bridge, 4 minutes for 
the train to pass over the bridge and 1.5 minutes to open the bridge for navigation to pass which totals 12 minutes per 
freight train passage. The total delay time for the 14 freight trains per day would be 168 minutes or 2.8 hours which can 
be rounded to 3 hours (considering the variables) where navigation is halted. 
 
Future Rail Operations   
Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations proposed by AAF 
and Commuter Rail Operations proposed by Tri-Rail; also the probability of increased freight traffic due to the 
improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami described by FECR in their presentation to the 16th annual 
Transportation and Infrastructure Summit need to be considered. The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order 
of magnitude three times greater than presently handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is 
therefore a possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the container 
(intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and connections to other freight 
carriers.  Accordingly, this author anticipates that train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 
(11X3) freight trains per day, plus the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF and up to 60 trains per day proposed 
by Tri-Rail Coastal Link service.. 
 
Summary of Possible Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
 
The total time required for freight operations would be 2.5 hours (present closure time) multiplied by 3 equals 7.5 hours. 
The total time for passenger operations would be 8.5 minutes per train passage based on an 800 foot long passenger train 
operating at a speed of 20 MPH average due to the close proximity of the proposed train station to the bridge and the 
same 5 minute countdown and 1.5 minutes to close and open the bridge. The total time for passenger operations can be 
estimated at 8.5 minutes multiplied by 32 trains equals 272 minutes or 4.5 hours.  Future rail delays for the combined 
freight and passenger operations would therefore be estimated in the range of 12 hours per day during which navigation 
would be halted. The Tri Rail Coastal link service is proposed to cross the New River in Fort Lauderdale on a mid-level 
movable bridge having a minimum vertical clearance of 21 feet above mean high water. Not all vessels will be able to 
navigate under the proposed Tri Rail bridge without an opening. The number of openings required by navigation to cross 
under the Tri-Rail Bridge will need to be factored in to the total number of openings. The combined effect of all of these 
rail operations must be included in the AAF DEIS to properly evaluate the impact on Navigation. In this regard the Draft 
DEIS is seriously flawed. 
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This time delay is considered extremely conservative, given eye witness accounts of closures ranging between 17 to 20 
minutes (under current conditions).  Absent closure records from FEC/AAF, Envirocare Solutions International conducted 
video and web cam monitoring to accurately document closure times.    
 
Assuming freight traffic 3 times higher than AAF’s published forecast, The Table below presents a sensitivity analysis 
considering what likely scenarios result from real world conditions (i.e. train delays, switching delays, etc.).  Considering 
average passenger closure times ranging from 8.5 to 12.5 minutes, and average freight closure times from 12 to 19 
minutes, the duration of closure per day could be as high as 17 hours. 
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 Bridge closure time scenarios  


Train Type AAF train forecast Best case scenario A Likely scenario B Likely scenario C 


 Trains 


/ day 


Min./ 


closure 


Closure 


time 


(hrs.) 


Trains 


/ day 


Min/ 


closure 


Closure 


time 


(hrs.) 


Trains / 


day 


Min./ 


closure 


Closure 


time 


(hrs.) 


Trains / 


day 


Min./ 


closure 


Closure 


time 


(hrs.) 


Passenger  32 8.5 4.5 32 8.5 4.5 32 10.5 5.6 32 12.5 6.7 


Freight  11 12 2.2 33 12 7.5 33 17 9.4 33 19 10.5 


Total 


Hours 


Closed 


    7     12     15     17 


1. The number of trains in this table only considers FEC and AAF rail traffic. Tri-Rail Trains will operate over a separate 
mid-level movable bridge which requires a separate evaluation of estimated closure times for the number of 
trains/day proposed by Tri-Rail (60 trains per day  in the Tri-Rail Coastal Link EA) and an estimate of vessels taller 
than 21 feet requiring an opening to pass through this part of the channel. 


2. This report also recommends that AAF Passenger Rail service should run on the proposed Mid-Level Bridge along 
with Tri-Rail commuter service.  


 
Even if the increase in freight traffic is not realized fully, the paramount question remains – what will be the impact of the 
Coastal Link project, which goal is to bring passenger rail to the FEC line?  For comparison, the Tri-Rail passenger rail now 
runs at 40-50 trains daily.      
 
4. Impacts on navigation and the marine community   
 
The impact on navigation is an increase in delays caused by the bridge closures which at present are approximately 2.5 
hours per day which would increase to approximately 12 hours or more per day (best case scenario from above). The 12 
hours per day is based on a single one direction train movement over the bridge. The possibility of combined movements 
one in each direction will be discussed later in this report.  
 
Negative impacts on the marine community and navigation resulting from the reduced time allowed for navigating the 
New River are:  
 


• Additional cost of fuel resulting from slowed or stopped navigation.  
• Additional time delay related cost for tow services required for larger vessels.  
• Increase in travel time to reach destination points.  
• Additional cost of crew time.  
• Cost of time related delays to commercial and fishing operations.  
• Loss of revenue to the various providers of services to the marine community i.e., marinas, repair facilities, yacht 
sales etc. resulting from mariners seeking more convenient locations.  
• Loss of value to property resulting from mariners and the marine community seeking more readily accessible 
locations.  


 
5. Engineering recommendations  
 
The engineering challenge is to mitigate negative impacts of unreasonable bridge closure. Under the NEPA (EIS) process, 
credible engineering comments filed with the Federal government will elicit responses from the applicant.  Though AAF 
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dismissed several options such as tunneling, elevated tracking or separated tracks in its EA, those options and others 
should be advanced again if the project’s impact, together with future Coastal Link impacts, is to be mitigated.   
 
Viable options that need to be discussed in the DEIS should include the following possible means of mitigating negative 
impacts:  
 


• Revisit earlier proposals to elevate over the New River at the FECR crossing.  From a recent field observation,8 
the other bascule bridges spanning the New River offer overhead clearance of between 17 and 21 feet above the 
mean water level. 9    
• Revisit earlier proposals to tunnel under the New River at the FECR crossing.  
• Shift some of the proposed rail operations to an adjacent rail corridor i.e., CSX or Tri-Rail. 
• Combine train movements to occur simultaneously in two directions thereby reducing the number of closures 
required.  
• Shift train movements to off peak periods i.e. after midnight affording more daylight time for navigation to 
transit the waterway.  
• Optimize train lengths to reduce the number of train movements.  
• Provide a full time bridge operator at the bridge to reduce the initial 5 minute countdown period required by 
the current remote operation of the bridge.  
• Improve the waterway using contributions from AAF/FECR/FECI which would aid navigation permitting easier 
faster passage along the waterway.  
• Investigate the possibility of constructing a new movable bridge at an elevation less than the required 55 feet 
for a fixed bridge that would permit both freight and passenger operations on a suitable approach grade, thereby 
reducing the number of openings required to pass smaller vessels.  
• Investigate providing a parallel high level fixed bridge adjacent to the existing FECR Bridge to accommodate all 
AAF passenger operations while keeping freight operations on the existing bridge.  
• Investigate improvements in the machinery and power requirements for the existing bridge to reduce the time 
required to open and close the bridge.  
• Investigate replacing the movable bridge with a different type movable bridge that would require less time to 
open and close.  
• Investigate any combination of the above suggested measures which would be of benefit. 
 


Some of the above recommendations have been included in the draft DEIS in similar form. 
 
Included in this report are suggested alternates for mid-level movable bridges for combined passenger rail operations for 
AAF and Tri-Rail and a high level alternate for a fixed and a movable bridge with approach viaducts for combined AAF and 
Tri-Rail Passenger and commuter rail operations. The suggested alternates have examined the Tri-Rail Environmental 
assessment and found that the proposal for a two track mid-level movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC New River 
Bridge is not feasible within the existing ROW. The width of the framing for the existing bridge which is centered on the 
FEC ROW leaves insufficient room on either side to construct a new double track bridge. Our investigation concludes that 
it is possible to build two separate movable mid-level bridges one on each side of the existing bridge. This needs to be 
evaluated and included both in the AAF DEIS and the Tri-Rail EA and EIS. 
 
The alternates investigated and recommended by this report to be included in the AAF and Tri-Rail documents are: 
 


 Mid-Level Movable Bridges (21 foot vertical clearance above MHW in the closed position) 


 Fixed High Level Bridge (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW)  


                                                
8 Observed by Jim Karas, March 2014 boat tour.  
9 This does not consider sea level rise predictions of 9 to 24 inch water level increase by the year 2060 as discussed 
elsewhere in this report.   
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 Fixed High Level Bridge with a movable span permitting tall masted vessels to pass thru without having to step 
their masts. 


 
 
 
 
Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternate 
 
A mid –Level movable bridge carrying all proposed AAF passenger rail and Tri-Rail commuter traffic has the capability of 
reducing the number of openings required for a low level bridge such as the existing FEC New River Bridge. The Existing 
bridge is situated such that the vertical clearance is 4’ at MHW. This permits only rowboats, canoes, kayaks and small 
motor boats to pass without requiring an opening. A mid-level bridge or set of bridges would allow passage of vessels 
having a height of 21 feet or less at MHW to pass without requiring an opening, and is consistent with the nearby 
downtown moveable road bridges.  The other distinct advantage is that the existing bridge FEC bridge need only carry 
freight operations and could conceivably be left in the open position for longer periods.  
 
 
High Level Fixed Bridge Alternate  
 
The High level fixed bridge alternate (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW) would carry all proposed AAF passenger rail 
and Tri-Rail commuter traffic. This alternate while it would greatly reduce the number of required bridge openings 
however limits passage to only those vessels that require less than 55 feet of vertical clearance. Sail boats with masts taller 
than 55 feet would not be able to pass without stepping their masts. This alternate was included in our evaluation however 
it is not recommended as many tall masted vessel owners lying west of the FEC New River Bridge would no longer be able 
to pass through this part of the channel without having to step their mast. If the process to step the mast were required 
perhaps only one time during the boating season this would not present a major hardship. However it was determined in 
the vessel study conducted by Envirocare Solutions International that many of these tall masted sail boats are berthed at 
locations west of the existing FEC bridge and frequently navigate this part of the river to the Intracoastal Waterway and 
the Atlantic Ocean. Likewise they return to their home berth also on a frequent basis. It is for this reason that we do not 
recommend this alternate. 
 
High Level Fixed Bridge with a Movable Span 
 
This alternate is the best alternate that provides the least impact on navigation and would serve FEC’s freight operation’s 
needs on the existing FEC movable bridge and AAF’s and Tri-Rails passenger and commuter rail needs on the high level 
movable bridge. While Bridge openings would be required for most vessels at the existing FEC bridge the number of 
closures would be limited only to the freight operations as passenger rail would operate over the high level bridge. The 
number of openings at the high level bridge also are less in number than for the Mid-Level movable bridge alternate as 
the 55 feet of clearance provided in the closed position allows most vessels except the tall masted vessels to pass without 
an opening thereby maximizing use of the bridge in the closed position for rail operations. This alternate is therefore the 
recommended alternate to accommodate future rail traffic and have the least impact on navigation. 
 
Appended to this report are several exhibits for the alternates presented. 
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Executive Summary 


 


 Improved multi-modal transportation in South Florida is an indisputable need; the ability of moving 


goods and people must be achieved to sustain a high quality of life and economic prosperity, but not at the 


expense of marine industry and ocean-access real estate values in Broward County-particularly west of the FECR 


Bridge at the New River.  A senior team of multi-disciplinary and non-conflicted professionals was engaged to 


represent a coalition of marine and residential interests who will be most directly negatively affected by rail 


bridge operations impeding marine traffic on the New River.  Such coalition is listed in Appendix B.   


 The Team is advocating for constructive solutions to the cumulative impact of foreseeable future rail 


planning and construction.  This includes the All Aboard Florida project, but must include integrated planning 


decisions and mitigation for future freight traffic and other passenger rail, namely the Tri-Rail Coastal Link and 


Amtrak.   This comprehensive response directed to the Federal Railroad Administration of the project’s 2014 


Draft Environmental Impact Statement, along with the 2012 Environmental Assessment, and 2014 Finding of No 


Significant Impact is styled as “Comments and Objections” under the Federal National Environmental Policy Act 


(NEPA) approval process which is required for project advancement (including a $1.6B railroad loan).   


 Detailed objections and comments herein argue multiple important deficiencies that should be 


remedied before the project advances, summarized as:  


 The public involvement, transparency, and understandability of the process for meaningful public input have 


not followed the true intent of NEPA.  


 The DEIS fails to consider the cumulative impact of the foreseeable and interrelated future rail projects, 


namely the increase in future freight rail traffic, and the integration of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link, and Amtrak- 


all of which will add up to a significant increase in rail traffic on the CSX and FEC lines thus increasing bridge 


closure which will severely obstruct mariners ability to navigate New River. 


 Alternatives to mitigate increased rail traffic and bridge closures have not been adequately analyzed in the 


DEIS; they should not be dismissed merely because All Aboard Florida or FECR are not willing to pay for 


necessary improvements.  


 Unreasonable bridge obstruction by some measures exists today; it will only worsen under the future 


scenario of rail traffic growth.  An average FEC bridge closure time of 12 to 19 minutes, when considered in 


concert with anticipated future freight train growth and 32 All Aboard Florida trains, could mean up to 17 


hours of FEC bridge closure per day, which is clearly obstructive to navigation.  When 50 or more Tri-Rail 


Coastal Link commuter trains per day are added the bridge operation will be clearly untenable.  


 In response to the US Coast Guard’s involvement in this rail planning, and its primary charge to maintain 


navigation, the Team has coordinated over 200 responses while emphasizing essential points intended to 


elicit Coast Guard actions for meaningful mitigation.  


 As a “cooperating agency,” the USCG’s has tracked the DEIS. The USCG issued a letter on June 2, 2014 


discounting most of AAF’s attempts at modeling the effects of the rail plan on navigation.  We agree the 


DEIS is flawed in this regard and the June letter is supported wholly in this response.  


 To best describe the New River navigation conditions and vessel traffic and bridge closures considering 


BOTH the CSX and FEC rail bridges, this DEIS response summarizes the results of two detailed counts of 


vessels and bridge closures for approximately 2 weeks combined in May and June 2014; and average 


monthly bridge closures at the downtown automobile bridges; and transit time between the CSX and FEC 


bridges.  The data base of vessel traffic is intended to assist the USCG with future bridge rule writing; various 


data and over 35,000 pictorial images have been collected so that vessel characteristic (length, height) 
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trends can be discerned and hoping to justify the construction of a new bridge based on the needs of vessel 


size and frequency.   


 Results show some undercounts in the AAF reporting of vessel traffic up to 20 % lower on average, and more 


disparity with respect to peak traffic;  however the DEIS is flawed by using only average traffic figures for 


most modeling instead of using peak demand and level of service principles such as those used for road 


planning.  


 The DEIS’s “minor” detrimental economic impact claim is dismissed by comparing a real-world example of 


the higher cost for a mega yacht holding position for an average bridge closure, thus discounting the 


unrealistic estimate of $161/day in the DEIS.   It also cites a testimonial from the Water Taxi explaining that 


the bridge’s operation is obstructive under today’s conditions to prevent service on the West side of the FEC 


bridge, and thus quash a business opportunity.  


 Numerous instances are detailed where future rail forecasts, and or discounting the cumulative impact of 


other rail planned expansion are flaws in the DEIS.     


 Total economic value of the marine industries is understated by 70%, and the anticipated decline in 


residential, commercial and industrial property values resulting from obstructive bridge operation is not 


included in the flawed DEIS. 


 Approximately $1 B in waterfront property value (nearly 1600 acres, with 3700+ units) , and $2.9B in annual 


marine business are directly affected;  secondary impacts are additional.     


 A means to better quantify anticipated business loss and decline in property value is outlined for an 


improved DEIS, with encouragement to the USCG to undertake a “Truman-Hobbs” bridge study which in 


anticipated to justify a new mid or high-level bridge construction.   


 Profitability of the AAF project is questioned; since it is not demonstrated with DEIS data.  


 Since the project, as now planned, would be detrimental to mariners interests (both commercial and 


residential), the proposal is contradictory to adopted public policy and investments in several cited policy 


plans at the local, regional, and state levels.   


 Five main requests are expected to best remedy a deficient DEIS and project:  


o Delay the Final EIS until numerous corrections and further analysis can be completed 


o Implement and/or modify the non-existent/deficient bridge operating rules for the FEC and CSX 


bridges to bring predictability to mariners.  


o Construct a mid-level (21 feet or more) moveable, or a high-level (55 feet or more) fixed or 


moveable bridge which will carry the expanded passenger trains (AAF, Amtrak, and Tri-Rail), and 


which is already being planned by Tri-Rail Coastal Link.  Such cost may range between $33-63M.   


o Divert freight traffic away from the urban core as much as possible and “rationalize” the use of all 


tracks; support construction of the US27 western corridor to carry increased freight between South 


to Central Florida and beyond.   


o Provide an “adjudication matrix” for all comments, thereby advising the public of the FRAs 


deliberations and dispositions/acceptance of the many valid comments being submitted.         


   


 


   


   


 


     







Preface 


Urbanism and transportation needs in South Florida  


A broad view of South Florida’s linear and sprawling urban development pattern, congested 


transportation system which lacks true multi-modalism, and apparent economic development 


opportunities, illuminates the need for enhanced mobility of people and goods.   


 


Constrained by the Everglades and Water Conservation Areas on the West, and the Atlantic Ocean on 


the East, South Florida’s urbanized area providing residential areas and an economic base are 


geographically linear and relatively low density.  Considering the seven County planning area examined 


by the Seven50 project1 (which is all the counties from Indian River south comprising the megalopolis), 


this sprawling area of 6.1 M people, which could grow to 7.9 M by 2040, leaves most critical 


transportation arteries over capacity causing regular congestion -- and which is forecast to worsen. 


“According to the State of Florida Department of Transportation (DOT), congestion on the I-95 corridor 


has and will continue to worsen over the next few decades as South Florida’s population continues to 


grow and I-95 expansion is not a feasible option.” 2   In this general regard, this DEIS review team is in 


basic agreement with the motivation of the All Aboard Florida project.    


 


There is no doubt that serious long-term solutions must be pursued.  Indeed most South Florida 


residents and businesses support improving the transportation system, which likely would include rail 


transportation; however not at the cost of vital business interests and countless property owners. 


 


Hence, the stated purpose of the AAF project is “… to address South Florida’s current and future needs 


to enhance the transportation system, improve air quality, create jobs, provide a transportation 


alternative for millions of Floridians and tourists, and support economic development by: 


 Returning the existing Florida East Coast (FEC) corridor to a dual-track system to allow for the 


restoration of fast, dependable and efficient passenger rail service [emphasis added] within 


Southeast Florida; and 


 Implementing a privately owned, operated, and maintained intercity passenger rail service that 


will connect downtown West Palm Beach to downtown Miami with one stop in downtown Fort 


Lauderdale.” 3 


                                                           
1
 Available [online] at http://seven50.org/resources/population-projections/, April 13, 2014.  


2
 Hanley, Caitlan, Brian Clancy and Thomas Guardino (Logistics Capital and Strategy), “The Case for Intermodal in 


South Florida,”  Available [online] http://www.logcapstrat.com/pdfs/Case%20for%20Intermodal%20in%20South%20Florida.pdf, 


March 29, 2014, pg. 3.   
3
 Environmental Assessment for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project- West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida, 


October 31, 2012, p. 16.  



http://seven50.org/resources/population-projections/

http://www.logcapstrat.com/pdfs/Case%20for%20Intermodal%20in%20South%20Florida.pdf
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 Accommodating tourist and business travelers.  “What All Aboard Florida’s marketing research 


has shown is that three-quarters of its passengers will be leisure travelers, both Floridians taking 


trips in-state and tourists entering through the state’s key gateways. About one-quarter will be 


business travelers, so the company is designing the trains to accommodate different passenger 


needs. Trains will have Wi-Fi and food service.” “Florida East Coast Industries executives assert 


that ticket prices will be competitive with air travel and the trip will take three hours.” 4 


 


In addition to moving people, Florida is poised to move more goods to stay competitive and fill a market 


void.  Following years of freight and trade studies, spear-headed in large part by the Florida Chamber 


Foundation, Florida business and government leaders have advanced policies and significantly invested 


in multiple projects designed to capitalize on “trade and logistics, manufacturing and innovation, 


tourism and travel, and talent and investment.”  For example, the Florida Strategic Plan for Economic 


Development, which is endorsed by the highest levels of State government, including the Governor, 


states a central goal which is to:  


 


“Invest in an interconnected, multimodal trade transportation system that links Florida’s 


regions and enables Florida’s businesses to serve global markets. These include seaports, 


airports, spaceports, railways, major truck corridors, and integrated logistics and distribution 


centers. The state should evaluate alternative approaches to provide capacity for future growth, 


including use of technology, express highway lanes, expanded rail and transit options, and 


development of parallel or new corridors in some parts of the state.” 5 


 


The Panama Canal widening in 2015 provides a unique opportunity, but Florida’s global 


opportunities extend beyond serving as a port of call for Canal traffic. Florida can become a 


global hub across multiple activities – trade and logistics, manufacturing and innovation, tourism 


and travel, and talent and investment – if the state acts strategically. The immediate 


opportunities to expand trade flows can provide a springboard for growing  export-oriented 


industry clusters; developing a workforce that is diverse and has linguistic and cultural 


competence; developing, supporting, and attracting globally competitive entrepreneurs and 


innovators; and becoming the preferred location for businesses targeting the large consumer 


market in the Southeastern U.S., Latin America, and the Caribbean. Once the end of the line in 


the U.S., Florida can become the center of the economy in the Western Hemisphere.6 


 


                                                           
4
 Palm Beach Post report available [online] at http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-


politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/, April 14, 2014.  
5
 Florida Strategic Plan for Economic Development, 2013, p. 35.  Available [online] 


http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf , March 28, 2014.  
6
 Florida Strategic Plan for Economic Development, 2013, p. 22.  Available [online] 


http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf,  March 28, 2014.  



http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/

http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/

http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf

http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf
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While the State of Florida scrambles to enhance its Ports and relieve transportation congestion, both 


FEC and CSX rails are poised to increase passenger and freight traffic; therefore, increase profit.  A much 


more integrated and intermodal transportation system, which will significantly increase rail traffic on 


the FEC and CSX lines, is inevitable.  Hence the AAF project cannot be considered in isolation.   


 


Our largest challenge is to achieve the urgently needed transportation system improvements (road and 


rail), but not at the expense of one of Florida’s boating community and marine industries.  


 


How to read this document  


 


While this review focuses on the DEIS, some portions also question assumptions and findings in the 


Environmental Assessment (2012), and Finding of No Significant Impact (2014).    


 


This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed 


by AAF and also the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS.  


 


This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed 


by AAF and also the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS. The 


report discusses the impacts on navigation resulting from the proposed rail operations from all 


proposed sources including increased freight traffic from FECR and Commuter Rail traffic proposed by 


SEFCC (formerly Tri-Rail) over the FEC New River Bridge at MP 341.26. The report also discusses some 


interrelated concerns with the operations at the single track bascule bridge No. 0717-08 leased by CSX 


Corporation (referred to herein as CSX Bridge at I-95). 


 


In certain areas excerpts are reprinted from the DEIS in blue font, then followed by comments and 


critiques by this consulting team.  It is presented in this manner to assist the reviewers by providing all 


information in a single document instead of having to find sections and page references. 


 


A significant portion of these DEIS comments are summarized from a detailed section by section DEIS 


review by the Team’s Senior Engineer which is appended as “Appendix A,” and is submitted as part of 


our official comments on the DEIS.   The appendix also uses the blue and black font format.  


 


This document does not question the Purpose and need for the proposed action. Therefore we have not 


commented on Section 2 of the DEIS. 


 


Engineering comments herein are based on conceptual engineering investigation sufficient to prove the 


basis for the comment and do not include in-depth preliminary or final engineering analysis. 
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The level of engineering investigation performed for this DEIS review is conceptual in nature only 


without extensive engineering analysis, and is based on assumptions regarding structure types, number 


of tracks, and railroad construction required for the corridors included in the project.   


 


Authors and coalition represented  


 


A team of senior professionals was carefully selected to ensure the right expertise, while ensuring no 


conflicts of interest, to analyze the proposed project and preparing this comprehensive comment and 


objection document in response to the EA, FONSI, and DEIS.  This analysis is methodical, comprehensive, 


and is based on senior expert opinion. It approaches the complexities of the project from several 


disciplines germane to the issues, namely:  


 


 Planning (Community, Transportation, Seaport and Freight)  


 Marine Operations (Navigation and vessel movement)   


 Permitting (Environmental, community conditions and Impact)  


 Law (NEPA procedure, Land Use, Property Rights, Permitting, etc.)  


 Engineering (Rail, Bridge, Road, and other civil engineering considerations)  


 Economics (Business & Real-estate value, disruption of business)  


 Government & Policy (Local, Regional, State and Federal Policy and Political Leadership)  


 


The team is commenting on behalf of a coalition of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, 


Boaters, and directly affected marine industry businesses, for which a representative list is presented in 


Appendix B. 
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Section 1.  The DEIS does not fulfill NEPA intent  
 


The National Environmental Policy Act advocates an open and public decision-making process in 


applicable projects; its intent is for a very thorough, understandable, and open process.  For numerous 


reasons, the administration of NEPA for this project (including the DEIS) has been deficient as described 


below.  


1.1. Public involvement and transparency  


 


A skeptical Florida public has increased its scrutiny of the project, with distrust growing in many 


quarters.  While the FRA’s extension of the public comment period to 75 days was a plus, more of the 


skepticism may have been avoided had the public involvement opportunities been executed differently.  


Examples include:  


 


The vital involvement of the US Coast Guard in this project review, while cited in the cooperating agency 


intent, has been limited.  Through several public forums during Summer 2014, the USCG may have 


participated; however the agency was extremely limited in its comments with none evaluative.   When 


the USCG finally announced a series of opportunities for public comment, it was little more than an 


opportunity to receive written comments, and these forums were promptly cancelled.   


 


Finally, a series of three forums were conducted in South Florida in November.  The forums were well-


attended, however the forums were little more than rushed comments with very little interaction with 


agency officials.  It is commendable the USCG actively solicited and received navigational survey 


information through December 1, 2014.   


 


It is commendable that the FRA hosted public forums throughout the project area, however the format 


of meetings was not conducive to constructive interaction or genuine information exchange.  Using a 


“convention-like” format is not the most productive manner to have constructive round-table type 


discussions or to understand agency positions.  In addition, it was very peculiar at these meetings that 


project team staff were prohibited from exchanging business card information with the attending public.  


Further, it was commendable that one of the eight meetings was conducted in Ft. Lauderdale, however 


the timing seemed to portray a lack of understanding of the regional marine industry.  Since the meeting 


occurred during the International Ft. Lauderdale Boat Show, attendance was most likely suppressed 


because members of the industry were highly engaged in one of their busiest times of year.  


 


Further explanation of NEPA’s public involvement intent is described in the project’s Environmental 


Assessment (2012), p.42:     


 







8 | P a g e    D E I S  R e s p o n s e  D e c e m b e r  3 ,  2 0 1 4  
 


“… NEPA requires federal agencies to consider the impacts of their actions on the human environment 


and to disclose such impacts in a public document. The NEPA process is intended to ensure that public 


officials consider the environmental consequences of proposed actions (40 C.F.R. § 1500.1).” 


While the DEIS indisputably presents some impacts in a public document, the analysis below will show 


inadequacies of such impact analysis, and questions how public officials (state, regional and local) are 


adequately considering consequences of this project’s actions.   


 


Many public officials have expressed opposition to the project, and as shown in Section 4, the All Aboard 


project impacts are not consistent with adopted state, regional, and local plans which encourage freight 


rail traffic, and support sustainability and/or expansion of marine based recreation (residential) and 


marine business and industry (commercial and industrial sectors).     


 


Transparency to the public should be improved upon through the ensuing EIS process administration.  


While the “FRA reviewed and commented on draft versions of the [2012 Environmental Assessment 


(EA)] document and approved … [the version which was released] … for public circulation and 


comment,” 7 the public’s honest and thorough involvement from early stages (namely the scoping 


meetings) is called into question.     


 


For example, among other citations in the EA about purpose and need, it cites the South Florida East 


Coast Corridor Study (FEC) Alternatives Analysis, which contains no mention of marine or other 


business impact while advancing among other goals, integrating “. . . the proposed transit options with 


existing and planned freight transport and potentially intercity passenger transport located within or 


traversing the [South Florida] study area.8   


 


As described on page 1-7, “As it has in the past, FRA has used a third party contracting process in 


preparing this DEIS. FRA does not have appropriated funds to support the development of EISs for RRIF 


loan applications. As a result, FRA requires the applicant to engage the services of a qualified consultant 


approved by FRA to assist FRA in preparing the EIS. Consistent with a memorandum of agreement 


among the parties, the third party contractor is paid for by AAF but reports to and takes direction from 


FRA. In developing the proposed action, AAF engaged the services of consultant firms to prepare 


engineering designs for the Project and to prepare technical reports documenting existing 


environmental conditions and analyses of environmental consequences. FRA’s third party contractor 


reviewed all materials provided by AAF; assisted FRA in determining that this information was complete, 


accurate, and relevant; and assisted FRA In the preparation of this DEIS. 


                                                           
7
 All Aboard Florida Environmental Assessment (2012), page 1.   


8
 Supplied as Appendix D to the EA, that document was prepared by Ganett-Fleming for the Florida Department of 


Transportation, F.M. No. 417031-1-22-01, Contract: C8F66, June 2010, p. 26.  That document (among others 


comprising the appendices) was not released electronically by the FRA to the public with the EA.  It was finally 


made available electronically in March 2014, or 17 months later than preferred for convenient public scrutiny.   
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Comment: It appears that AAF did not disclose all issues to the third party contractor which should be 


a part of the discussion and be included in the impacts and issues discussed in the DEIS document. It 


may also be possible that the third party contractor ignored the issues, if in fact they were provided, 


which in either case is a mistake in not including them in the DEIS. 


 


Full consideration of cumulative impacts, which are further explained below, appears to have been 


omitted from the beginning of the scoping process. Not only does this render the process deficient, it is 


improper not to disclose this consideration to the third party contractors which have been used by the 


FRA to produce the DEIS.  


 


Regarding page S-3 “About the NEPA Process,” during the scoping period significant issues to be 


identified should have included all of the rail operations that are being proposed which will utilize the 


FEC corridor. These rail operations should have included the plan to have Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter 


operations joint use of the FEC corridor through Fort Lauderdale which would impact navigation on the 


New River. FEC is in negotiations with Tri-Rail Coastal Link and has provided scheduling information and 


rail operations models to Tri-Rail Coastal Link as discussed and cited in the Tri-Rail Coastal Link 


Preliminary Project Development Report, Appendix 3: Rail Operations Analysis Report and Materials, 


Dated April 2014, Prepared by RS&H, CH2M HILL, AECOM, Ernst & Young, Communikatz, Inc., as directed 


by FDOT – District 4. It is improper to omit any discussion of the proposed Tri-Rail Coastal Link Study in 


the AAF DEIS when the project plans have been developed to the point that a Preliminary Project 


Development Report has been presented to the public and is actively being brought into reality with 


service being proposed along the existing FEC Corridor in the near future (2016) following the NEPA 


requirements for a EIS and securing project approval. 


 


A final example of the lack of transparency is that during the EA process, the appendices to the 


document were not made electronically available to the public on the FRA website until March 2014 


(which as after the FONSI had already been issued).  Although the full document was evidently available 


through traditional means (i.e. public libraries), in today’s day and age the early availability via the FRA’s 


website would have been a basic improvement to enhance transparency.   


 


1.2. Cumulative Impact 


The DEIS is incomplete, flawed and erroneous by not adequately considering the cumulative impact of 


significant other transportation and rail planning, namely the integration of freight planning (including 


the CSX rail corridors,9 and Florida seaport planning), and passenger rail planning (namely Amtrak and 


the Tri-Rail Coastal Link).  


                                                           
9
 It should be recognized and integrated into the DEIS planning process for All Aboard Florida that CSX is 


approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected to the east coast 
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As described on page S-20 of the DEIS,   


 


Under NEPA regulations (40 CFR part 1508.7), a cumulative effect is defined as “the impact on the 


environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present 


and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non‐Federal) or person 


undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively 


significant actions taking place over a period of time.” [emphasis added]  


 


Further, in the project Environmental Assessment (October 2012), page 238:  


Potential Cumulative Impacts … The cumulative effects analysis considers the aggregate impacts of 


direct and indirect impacts (from federal, non-federal, public or private actions) on the quality or 


quantity of a resource. For purposes of this discussion past, present and reasonably foreseeable future 


are [sic] defined as follows: 


 Past: Over the last 20 year 1992-2011; started construction and opened  


 Present: the current calendar year (2012); either currently under construction or 


completed 


 Reasonably foreseeable future: the next 20 year (2013-2032); planning, design 


and/or construction funded and/or programmed.  [emphasis added] 


 


Hence, according to the FRA’s own definition and discussion of how to measure cumulative impacts, 


known rail planning and design through year 2032 should be considered.  However this DEIS is seriously 


flawed in that it fails to adequately consider all rail planning in this future time period, especially: 


   


a. Adopted freight rail planning by the State of Florida (See The Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan, 


especially the Investment Element, July 2014, available at:  


http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-


element_2014-08-18.pdf ) and  


 


b.  Adopted passenger rail planning by local, regional, and State of Florida agencies (see Tri-Rail Coastal 


Link, and its long-time predecessor project name - South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis, and 


which has been adopted in  “SFRTA Forward Plan: A Transit Development Plan for SFRTA, August 2013, 


Final Report” and encompassed in the MPO 2040 Plans for Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach 


Counties).  The South Florida Regional Transportation Authority (SFRTA) in partnership with the Florida 


                                                                                                                                                                                           
seaports dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement throughout the State and to seaports outside of 
South Florida.  For example, CSX recently opened the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center in Winter Haven, 
FL. The 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX Intermodal Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. … 
[It will] … serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and 
South Florida.”   


 



http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18.pdff

http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18.pdff
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Department of Transportation and others has formed the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Partnership and Executive 


Steering Committee10 to realize ambitious rail and transit improvements throughout South Florida in 


concert with the Federal Transit Administration.  The group’s work includes funding analysis coordinated 


through a Finance Sub-Committee, presented to the SFRTA Board by FDOT as recent as August 2014.  11  


 


Additionally, the omission of cumulative impact consideration includes the Navigation Discipline Report 


(which is a part of the DEIS as Appendix 4.1.3-C).  It fails to model cumulative impacts of reasonably 


foreseeable future actions, since future bridge closure times were modeled only to year 2016, instead of 


considering reasonably foreseeable cumulative impacts meaning modeling through year 2032.   


 


For elaboration, see DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C and p. 5-17, DEIS (2014):  


 


FECR operated 24 daily trains in 2006 and had projected growth of 5 to 7 percent between today 


and 2016.  However due to delays in the expansion of the Panama Canal and other factors, it is 


now expected that freight operations will increase from the current number of trains to 20 trains 


per day by 2016, and at a 3% annual growth after 2016. 


 


Had the modeling projected closings to year 2032 an estimated 64 bridge closings would be 


expected with an average close time of 35 minutes per hour, at least double the average number 


of minutes closed per day. 


 


(DEIS Page 4-4) 


Comment: The shared use of the FEC corridor for both FEC freight operations, AAF proposed 


passenger operations and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter rail service must be fully analyzed in the AAF 


DEIS in order to fully understand and evaluate the impact of these multiple rail operations on the 


existing corridor. The DEIS should be clear on what rail infrastructure is contemplated by each railroad. 


The impact of combined service on the existing single track and double track corridor must be fully 


explored and evaluated. The DEIS should be clear on how many tracks are being provided throughout 


the length of the existing corridor; it should also discuss the potential for use of the CSX tracks in Figure 


4.1.2-3 since the CSX corridor will be integrated with future rail traffic of all types.12 


                                                           
10


 See Memorandum of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Partnership here:  http://tri-
railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf .  
11


 See Meeting minutes of SFRTA Governing Board, August 22, 2014, beginning on page 205 of 441.  See also Tri-


Rail Coastal Link f/k/a South Florida East Coast Corridor Study “ Case Study ASCE Tri-County Workshop” May 10, 


2013 Presented by; Jaime C. Lopez, P.E. Available [online] http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-


coastal-link  Nov. 8, 2014.  
12


 The two other bridges carrying CSX, Tri-Rail and AMTRAK passenger service are located on the New River at a 
point approximately 2.6 (Statute) miles west and upriver from the FECR Bridge No. 341.26. The two bridges consist 
of a single track bascule bridge No. 0717-08, leased by CSX Corporation from The State of Florida which owns the 
rail corridor, carries CSX freight service consisting of 9 trains per day and also carries four AMTRAK passenger trains 


 



http://tri-railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf

http://tri-railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf

http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-coastal-link

http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-coastal-link
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Numerous other citations of such cumulative impact omission are provided below and in Appendix A.   


1.3. Alternatives Analysis  


 


NEPA clearly explains the need to thoroughly analyze alternatives for mitigation in the EIS process, 


however the DEIS is deficient in this manner.  


 


From the DEIS, page S-4, “… the purpose of the DEIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated 


with the project alternatives, whether they are adverse or beneficial…”.  Indisputably the purpose of the 


Draft EIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project alternatives. Omission of 


any discussion of impacts resulting from the combined corridor use of the existing FEC operations, Tri-


Rail Coastal Link and increased freight operations attributable in large part to Post-Panamax Container 


Ships using Port Everglades and Port Miami is a blatant omission of anticipated major impacts which 


will affect navigation on all of the movable bridges on the FEC corridor and the most heavily impacted 


movable Bridge will be the FEC bridge at MP 341.26 over the New River. 


 


Two environmental impacts which are not fully analyzed or discussed in the DEIS are:  


 


1. Compatibility with the Broward County Manatee Protection Plan- Manatee protection is only 


discussed in terms of minimizing impact on the animals during construction.  Another important 


consideration is the bottleneck of boat traffic caused by increasing and obstructive bridge 


closures that occur at a narrow part of the river, thus heightening the probability of boat 


collision with these protected species.  The MPP is further discussed in Section 5.   


  


2. Sea Level Rise-  Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and 


scientists working in collaboration on the SE Florida region predict that sea levels along the SE 


coast will rise 9 to 24 inches (1-2 feet) in the next 50 years (from 2010 to 2060).    One obvious 


impact is that the already minimal clearance of the FEC and CSX bridges (when closed) will be 


                                                                                                                                                                                           
per day. The high level fixed bridge is a double track bridge and carries 40 to 50 Tri-Rail trains per day. AMTRAK 
trains have also been known to use the high level crossing (which is 55 feet at MHW). 
 The single track bascule bridge and the rail corridor are owned by the State of Florida; CSX operates their freight 
service on this line by lease agreement with the State of Florida.  
The bascule bridge foundations were weakened when the foundations for the two track high level fixed bridge 
were constructed. Subsequently The State of Florida installed temporary supports under the bascule bridge span 
which narrowed the waterway opening. The USCG required the channel to be restored to its original width 
resulting in a FDOT project presently under construction to replace the existing bascule bridge with a new bascule 
bridge on an alignment 35 feet west of the existing bridge. The 22 million dollar project is expected to be 
completed in 2016. The construction of the new bridge is staged such that the navigation channel is not blocked 
during construction of the new bridge.  It seems the intent is to float in the new bascule span, which would be 
fabricated and constructed off site, during a one day period and to set the new span on the completed 
foundations.  
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further diminished.  In extreme storm conditions, could the railroad tracks experience wash or 


possible immersion?      


 


 


Recognizing that some recommendations have been included in the draft DEIS in similar form, viable 


options/alternatives that must be more thoroughly discussed and analyzed in the DEIS (such analysis is 


now deficient) include the following possible means of mitigating negative impacts:  


 


• Revisit earlier proposals to elevate over the New River at the FECR crossing.  From a recent 


field observation,13  the other bascule bridges spanning the New River offer overhead clearance 


of between 17 and 21 feet above the mean water level. 14    


• Revisit earlier proposals to tunnel under the New River at the FECR crossing.  


• Shift some of the proposed rail operations to an adjacent rail corridor i.e., CSX or Tri-Rail 


Coastal Link. 


• Combine train movements to occur simultaneously in two directions; thereby reducing the 


number of closures required.  


• Shift train movements to off peak periods i.e. after midnight affording more daylight time for 


navigation to transit the waterway.  


• Optimize train lengths to reduce the number of train movements.  


• Provide a full time bridge operator at the bridge to reduce the initial 5 minute countdown 


period required by the current remote operation of the bridge.  


• Improve the waterway using contributions from AAF/FECR/FECI which would aid navigation 


permitting easier faster passage along the waterway.  


• Investigate the possibility of constructing a new movable bridge at an elevation less than the 


required 55 feet for a fixed bridge that would permit both freight and passenger operations on a 


suitable approach grade; thereby reducing the number of openings required to pass smaller 


vessels.  


• Investigate providing a parallel high level fixed bridge adjacent to the existing FECR Bridge to 


accommodate all AAF passenger operations while keeping freight operations on the existing 


bridge.  


• Investigate improvements in the machinery and power requirements for the existing bridge to 


reduce the time required to open and close the bridge.  


• Investigate replacing the movable bridge with a different type of movable bridge that would 


require less time to open and close.  


• Investigate any combination of the above suggested measures which would be of benefit. 


 


                                                           
13


 March 2014, by the project team.   
14


 This does not consider sea level rise predictions of 9 to 24 inch water level increase by the year 2060 as 
discussed elsewhere in this report.   
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Sections of the DEIS which are deficient in cumulative and alternatives analysis include: 


  


(Page S-5) “Alternatives Considered in this EIS,”  and page S-7 “Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives,” and page 3-


12, DEIS) At-Grade Crossings and Railroad Bridges 


Comment: All future planned uses of the FEC corridor should be included in the DEIS and the  method 


for dealing with the increased traffic should be included in the project improvements regardless of 


whether or not the planned use of the corridor by Tri-Rail Coastal Link or increased freight traffic occurs 


by AAF’s target date of 2016.  Shared use of facilities such as stations and trackage requires that these 


issues be included in the DEIS and the planning of improvements required for all of the proposed use. 


 


The alternatives analysis is deficient by not considering the addition of a two track mid-level movable 


bridge adjacent to the existing FEC bridge 341.26 over the New River to carry Tri- Rail commuter 


passenger rail. The proposal by Tri-Rail Coastal Link calls for shared stations at Ft. Lauderdale and other 


locations in the WPB to Miami corridor. If there are to be shared stations FEC and AAF must take them in 


to consideration in this DEIS. According to the DEIS, AAF plans to be at grade with their proposed 


passenger operations at the proposed Ft. Lauderdale Station and on the existing New River Bridge. With 


the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Passenger operations operating over a mid-level movable bridge over the New 


River, this is a direct conflict.  The DEIS should include an alternative to have all passenger operations 


carried on the proposed mid-level bridge in order to make it possible to have a joint shared station as 


proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link and to separate freight and passenger operations which would 


minimize the number of bridge openings required if the 32 passenger trains per day proposed by AAF 


were also carried on the higher Mid-Level bridge. 


  


(DEIS, Page 3-10)   Screening Analysis Results – Level 1 Route Alternatives and Page 3-15  “Table 3.2-2        


Screening Analysis Results – Level 2 FECR Route Segment Alternatives” 


  


Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as 
proposed by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the 
screening analysis of the alternatives. 
 
(DEIS Page 3-26) “No-Action Alternative”  
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations in the no-action alternative are incorrect; 


they do not include the increase in freight traffic planned for by FEC due to the Post-Panamax expansion 


and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port Miami and Port Everglades to 


accommodate the larger Post-Panamax expansion container ships. 


 


(p. 3-15, DEIS) Fort Lauderdale Station 


Comment: AAF plans for the Fort Lauderdale Station are for an at-Grade Station. Tri-Rail Coastal Link in 
their Environmental Assessment discusses a mid-level movable bridge which would be at a minimum 
clearance of 21 feet over MHW. This would require that the Ft. Lauderdale Station needs to be an 
elevated station. Since a shared station is proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link with AAF this needs to be 
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included and considered in the AAF DEIS so the final design and construction does waste taxpayer 
investment in this joint public-private project. 
 


(DEIS, Page 3-39) 3.3.3.4 West Palm Beach – Miami Corridor and Table 3.3.6 


Comment: The DEIS does not discuss the movable bridge alternative over the New River being 
planned by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link and included in their Environmental Assessment. AAF in their DEIS 
proposes a rehabilitation of the New River Bridge. FEC has been in discussion with Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
and has provided data to Tri-Rail Coastal Link.  Since the mid-level bridge is included in the Tri-Rail 
Coastal Link plan, FEC needs to discuss how this will affect their planned operations for freight as well as 
AAF planned passenger operations.  AAF should include in their alternates the shared use of this 
proposed bridge and consider its construction in the initial stage of the AAF project rather than after Tri-
Rail Coastal Link commences their project.  Such coordination should be motivated by the most efficient 
and prudent expenditure of the public’s investment through proper forethought, planning and 
coordinated design.  
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Section 2.  Unreasonable Bridge Obstruction    


 
The operation of the movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules 
and Regulations published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable 
Waters”. The FECR bridge most in question is presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is 
fully automatic utilizing electronic sensors and cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and 
closing operations are controlled utilizing the information transmitted from the sensors and cameras at 
the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at New Smyrna Beach.  
 
The existing rail operations on the FECR Bridge 341.26 reportedly consist of 11-14 freight trains per day. 
The bridge is normally left in the open position to allow navigation unrestricted access. The bridge is 
operated remotely and the operation to close the bridge to navigation and permit rail traffic to cross 
commences when the control center is alerted to an approaching train which requires the bridge to be 
closed. When trains approach, a horn blows and a timing board with electronic numerals visible to 
boaters is activated with a 5-minute countdown by seconds to span closure. Additionally, electric eyes 
scan the channel to assure clearance before closing. Machinery will not operate automatically until all 
systems are cleared. Trains are warned when bascule operations are interrupted and begin slowing for a 
stop until fully cleared to transit the bascule bridge. Eye witness accounts of the closing procedure have 
reported that the initial 5-minute countdown has been in some cases 6 minutes in duration.  


 
As shown by photos, the bottleneck of vessels waiting or 
passing just after bridge opening create current day 
conditions which are unreasonably obstructive to vessels 
navigating the bridge.  Despite these conditions, presently 
there is no rule in the CFR regarding the FEC New River 
Bridge. The USCG has asked FEC to request a rule for Bridge 
341.26 however FEC has not complied. A specific rule 
regarding the amount of time the bridge is to be open per 
hour is a necessity for the FEC bridge when considering the 
planned operations by FEC, AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link. 
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2.1. DEIS obstruction examination is inadequate   


The DEIS dismisses the principle that marine navigation supremacy by law has Right of Way with no 


other options than navigation channels, whereas rail and road traffic can be diverted.  Page 20 of the 


2012 Environmental Assessment claims there will be “no impact” to navigation.  We expressly reject 


that claim.  Now comes the DEIS, which has increased the estimates of freight traffic (trains per day) 


from 10 or 11 per day with no increase (in the 2012 EA), to 20 trains per day by 2016 plus 3% increase 


per year thereafter, which means almost 2 more trains per day every three years.  


 


(DEIS, Page 4 – 16)  4.1.3 Navigation 
Comment: The USCG reviewed the Navigation Discipline Report (NDR) for the AAF Passenger Rail Project 
prepared by AMEC for AAF. The USCG commented on the report in a letter dated June 2, 2014 to 
Charlene Stroehlen, P.E. Senior Associate Engineer AMEC – Environment & Infrastructure authored by 
Barry L. Dragon, Director, District Bridge Program, Seventh Coast Guard District (which is also provided 
as Appendix C to this objections and comments document).  
 
This USCG letter is significant in that it dismisses much of the Navigation Discipline report by stating:  
 


In Sections 2.6.2 and 6.0, the NDR addresses evaluation criteria and a criteria matrix for 
assessing the No-Build alternative and the Proposed Action's impact on identified navigation 
needs. While information on the impacts on navigation received from the applicant will be 
analyzed, the Coast Guard will make the ultimate determination as to whether or not the 
impacts on navigation are unreasonable. [emphasis added] 
 
The Coast Guard, in making a permit decision, must preserve the public right of navigation 
[emphasis added] while maintaining a reasonable balance between competing land and 
waterborne transportation needs. We do so by taking a balanced approach to total 
transportation systems, both land and water modes, in all bridge actions.  At this time, we are 
unable to fully assess the potential impacts and will require more information on the following 
issues prior to making a permit decision: 
 
1.   The impacts on navigation from the natural flow of these waterways, including currents and 
water velocity fluctuations, while vessels await openings at these drawbridges remain unknown; 
 
2.   The affected drawbridges set the most restrictive vertical clearance on these waterways, and 
a large percentage of vessels cannot transit the bridges in the closed position; 
 
3.   Any increase in the existing closure periods at the drawbridges spanning these waterways 
may not provide for the reasonable needs of navigation;  [emphasis added] 
 
4.   The methodology used in the NDR may be sufficient to assess the waterways’ trends and uses 
for purposes of making a navigation impact determination.   However, the Coast Guard is 
unfamiliar with the model and needs to evaluate the assumptions and data therein. [emphasis 
added] 
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Accordingly, additional study will be required to determine the reasonable needs of navigation 
on these three waterways in the vicinity of the drawbridges. To advance the NEP A process, we 
support including the NDR as an attachment to the DEIS as it informs the choice of alternatives 
for analysis. The DEIS should note that the Coast Guard still must make a determination as to the 
prospective impacts on navigation in the vicinity of the three drawbridges spanning the New 
River in Broward County, Loxahatchee River in Palm Beach County, and the St. Lucie River in 
Martin County and that the DEIS will be used to inform that Coast Guard determination. 
 
If the Coast Guard determines the proposed AAF operating schedule unreasonably impacts 
navigation on the New River, Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie rivers, it may be necessary for the 
Coast Guard to amend existing bridge regulations and require modifications to those bridge 
operations so that navigation is not unreasonably burdened.  [emphasis added] 


 
Comment: The analysis herein agrees with the USCG comments and recommendations contained in 
the above letter.  We also believe the Vessel Traffic Study and the impact on navigation is flawed in part 
as a result of the inaccuracy introduced in the model by not including the planned Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
Commuter Operations and all of the increase in Florida freight rail operations. The number of trains per 
day and the length and speed of the freight trains not accounted for result in far more numerous 
openings and closure times at the FEC New River Bridge. The impact on navigation at the New River, 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges is far greater than shown in the NDR prepared by AMEC 
which forms the basis for the impacts on navigation contained in the DEIS. 
 
The DEIS attributes a large portion of train traffic reduction to the “combined effect,” which seems to 
say in essence that freight train speed will increase, and will double up on bridge crossings (Navigation 
Discipline Report for the AAF Passenger Rail Project, AMEC,  July 2014, pg. 1.3)  The DEIS should provide 
proof of this phenomenon achieved in other locales, as we are skeptical this can be achieved. Given the 
number of extended bridge closures today, what assurance will be guaranteed this can be achieved.  
Our team’s assessment of this concept is that is very complex and depends on numerous factors;  the 
more factors involved, the more unlikely it is to achieve.    
 
2.2. Summary of Probable Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
 
Train lengths reported in presentations made by FECR are 7800 feet long and travel at speeds varying 
from 38 to 52 MPH. Several videos of FECR trains transiting one of the three movable bridges indicate 
the train consisted of two engines pulling 161 cars of intermodal freight. 161 intermodal cars having a 
length of 64 +/- feet per car would have an overall length of 10300 feet. Other videos found during 
research for this report also indicate FECR intermodal trains containing more than 200 cars which would 
have a length of 12,800 feet.  
 
Assuming a speed at the lower range of 38 MPH approx. 50 feet per second, is more likely to occur in 
the Ft. Lauderdale area with numerous grade crossings and the New River Bridge. Using the 7800 foot 
train length quoted by FECR the time required for the train to travel across the bridge is 7800 feet / 50 
FPS= 156 seconds which equals 2.6 minutes. Likewise the 12800 foot train passage is 12800 feet / 
50FPS= 256 seconds which equals 4.3 minutes. Slower speeds would increase the time required for a 
train to pass the bridge.  
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The most optimistic total time to close the bridge to navigation, allow the train to pass over the bridge 
and open the bridge to navigation can be estimated to be 5 minutes for the initial countdown, 1.5 
minutes to lower the bridge, 4 minutes for the train to pass over the bridge and 1.5 minutes to open the 
bridge for navigation to pass which totals 12 minutes per freight train passage. Thus the total delay 
time for 11 freight trains per day would be 132 minutes or 2.2 hours which can be rounded to 2.5 hours 
(considering the variables) where navigation is halted. 
 
Future Rail Operations   
Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations 
proposed by AAF and Commuter Rail Operations proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link; also the probability of 
increased freight traffic due in part to the improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami described by 
FECR in their presentation to the 16th annual Transportation and Infrastructure Summit need to be 
considered. The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater 
than presently handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is therefore a 
possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the 
container (intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and 
connections to other freight carriers.  Accordingly, this author anticipates that train movements to be 
accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) freight trains per day, plus the 32 planned 
passenger trains proposed by AAF and up to 60 trains per day proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link service. 
 
Summary of Possible Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
The total time required for freight operations would be 2.5 hours (present closure time) multiplied by 3 
equals 7.5 hours. 
 
The total time for passenger operations would be 8.5 minutes per train passage based on an 800 foot 
long passenger train operating at a speed of 20 MPH average due to the close proximity of the proposed 
train station to the bridge and the same 5 minute countdown and 1.5 minutes to close and open the 
bridge. The total time for passenger operations can be estimated at 8.5 minutes multiplied by 32 trains 
equals 272 minutes or 4.5 hours.  Future rail delays for the combined freight and passenger operations 
would therefore be estimated in the range of 12 hours per day during which navigation would be 
halted. The Tri Rail Coastal link service is proposed to cross the New River in Fort Lauderdale on a mid-
level movable bridge having a minimum vertical clearance of 21 feet above mean high water. Not all 
vessels will be able to navigate under the proposed Tri Rail bridge without an opening. The number of 
openings required by navigation to cross under the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Bridge will need to be factored 
in to the total number of openings. The combined effect of all of these rail operations must be included 
in the AAF DEIS to properly evaluate the impact on Navigation. In this regard the Draft DEIS is seriously 
flawed. 
 
This time delay is considered extremely conservative, given eye witness accounts of closures ranging 
between 17 to 20 minutes (under current conditions).  Absent closure records from FEC/AAF, EnviroCare 
Solutions International conducted video and web cam monitoring to accurately document closure times.    
 
Assuming freight traffic 3 times higher than AAF’s published forecast, The Table below presents a 
sensitivity analysis considering what likely scenarios result from real world conditions (i.e. train delays, 
switching delays, etc.).  Considering average passenger closure times ranging from 8.5 to 12.5 minutes, 
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and average freight closure times from 12 to 19 minutes, the duration of closure per day could be as 
high as 17 hours. 
 
Bridge closure time scenarios  


Train Type AAF train forecast Best case scenario A Likely scenario B Likely scenario C 
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Passenger  32 8.5 4.5 32 8.5 4.5 32 10.5 5.6 32 12.5 6.7 


Freight  11 12 2.2 33 12 7.5 33 17 9.4 33 19 10.5 


Total 
Hours 
Closed 


    7     12     15     17 


1. The number of trains in this table only considers FEC and AAF rail traffic. Tri-Rail Coastal Link Trains will 
operate over a separate mid-level movable bridge which requires a separate evaluation of estimated 
closure times for the number of trains/day proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link (60 trains per day in the Tri-
Rail Coastal Link EA) and an estimate of vessels taller than 21 feet requiring an opening to pass through 
this part of the channel. 


2. This report also recommends that AAF Passenger Rail service should run on the proposed Mid-Level 
Bridge along with Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter service.  


 
Even if the increase in freight traffic is not realized fully, the paramount question remains – what will be 
the impact of the Coastal Link project, which goal is to bring passenger rail to the FEC line?  For 
comparison, the Tri-Rail Coastal Link passenger rail now runs at 40-50 trains daily.      
 


2.2. Navigation conditions on the New River   


There are various conditions that make the New River perilous to navigate on good day.  Among the 


factors to consider are tide, winds and wind tunnel effect, density and size of other traffic, stormwater 


discharges, and the closure schedule (enforced by rule) of nearby bridges.     


 


A factor not discussed in the DEIS which further complicates navigability and analysis of average daily 


bridge closures is that the neighboring Andrews Avenue bridge by rule remains closed for three hours 


per day during daily rush hours, namely 0730-0900 hours and 1630-1800 hours.15  The bridge also need 


not open when the FEC rail bridge is down.   


 


Finally, the computer model and accompanying vessel traffic simulation (as it was demonstrated at 


FRA’s public forums in South Florida) is was unrealistic.  Licensed sea captains and casual boat operators 


alike with local knowledge of New River are aware the River’s real-world difficult if not treacherous 


conditions, not the least of which is wind tunnel effect and tidal current causing set and drift in close 
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 With certain exceptions, such as tugs with tow and public vessels of the U.S. 
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quarters.  Accordingly, a computer model which demonstrates vessel maneuverability similar to 


automobiles is unrealistic and not representative of the real river navigation conditions.   The DEIS 


should be corrected to more closely reflect real-world conditions.  


 


Whereas the New River which is 100 feet wide or more along its navigable length, the FEC bridge 


horizontal clearance is reported at 60 feet and thus presents the most narrow passage.  All but the 


smallest vessels must confine themselves to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the 


bridge. 


 


A huge variety of vessels transit the new river, ranging from super yachts to non-motorized kayaks or 


paddle boards;  law enforcement and heavy industrial/dredge work boats alike ply the waters.  The 


diversity of vessels presents its own set of navigational 


challenges.   


 


 


  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending upon the 


amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north bank immediately 


downstream from the bridge.  Current has been measured in exceedance of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls 
That Cause Cross Currents 


data. 16  Since the New River is connected to a major 


regional drainage canal under the jurisdiction of the 


US Army Corps of Engineers and local sponsor South 


Florida Water Management District, additional 


velocity of current in the New River may be result 


from high stormwater discharge conditions- which in 


subtropic  South Florida happen frequently and in 


extreme storm events (hurricanes) will increase even 


further and in essence replace the low tide condition 


for extended periods.   


 


A recent concerted effort by the USCG, which is to be commended, is to investigate navigational 


conditions.  In addition to attending the recent USCG public information session in Ft. Lauderdale, this 


consulting team has coordinated nearly 200 responses to the navigational survey which were 


electronically sent to the USCG.  The responses are too lengthy to attach to this document, however 


none are supportive of the current navigational conditions on the New River.  Upon request we will be 


glad to share those comments, plus the more detailed results of vessel traffic and bridge closure studies 


which we conducted, with the FRA.    


 


Many experienced captains, and not so experienced boat operators, responded to the survey noting the 


challenging navigational conditions.  Here is an example (circa 1994) from a Captain who is also Chief 


Engineer [emphases added]:  


 


Esteemed [USCG] Commander: 


 I have navigated the New River in all manner of vessels over the past 40 years, often 


stymied by the FEC bridge. It is old, slow, and inefficient from my observation. The extremely 


low vertical clearance it affords restricts all but the smallest vessels that continually transit the 


crossing. Many of these vessels can clear the rest of the drawbridges without opening. My 


concern is that these "in-between" vessels will be trapped in the very close confines of the river 


on either side of the railroad, creating a congestion problem if openings are too short and/or 


infrequent. This would be particularly problematic for the inbound vessels on a following tide. 


Smaller vessels are typically piloted by less experienced operators that do not understand the 


maneuvering challenges of a super yacht in tight quarters. This is a recipe for increased damage 


                                                           
    16 SEE NOAA, Tides and Currents.  Available [online] June 19, 2014.  


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entranc


e&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-


0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd


=130&footnote= 


 



http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
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and personal injury, not to mention frustration and inconvenience. A 50-50 open-close schedule 


would push the limits. A 10-minute opening every half hour would be worse. 


 I personally own a 32' sailboat and frequently serve as freelance chief engineer on large 


motor yachts. The current situation is an inconvenience most of us are prepared to tolerate. As 


navigation on the river becomes more difficult, the options for yard service and dockage outside 


of our area become more attractive and local economy suffers. I support All Aboard Florida as a 


private enterprise. The public benefit of this initiative is long overdue. It must, however find a 


way to coexist with our treasured public waterway and other private enterprises. 


 I would encourage some sort of compromise that would include a commitment from FEC 


to improve the crossing over time, allowing faster openings and increased vertical clearance. The 


best case for me would be a tunnel with an underground station at 2nd Street. This would 


alleviate traffic problems at the river and Broward Blvd. crossings for trains, vehicles and vessels. 


It would also provide a much more beneficial location for passengers access to downtown 


business and entertainment. Just have to find a way to pay for it. 


Regards, 


David Lenit, Chief Engineer and Florida Representative for Chem-Free TM Ozone Systems   


www.chem-freeozone.com 


 


The following account is from the same Captain who was delivering a boat to one of the service marinas 


for maintenance and repair (a common type of marine traffic), and indeed was trapped between the 


Andrews Avenue and FEC bridges.     


 


 I left … [a nearby home dock] … at 6:00 AM with the idea that I would get under the 


downtown bridges before they locked down for rush hour. It was a 53' sailboat towing an 


inflatable dinghy before a following tide. I was single-handing in less than ideal conditions 


because the boat [in need of repair] was taking on water with limited battery power to run the 


bilge pumps. It would have gone seamlessly if not for the repair crew on the FEC bridge. I 


became trapped between Andrews Avenue and the train bridge which was half-way closed, 


for an indefinite period of time. I had to back down against the tide and ultimately rafted off of 


a steel schooner tied up at the Las Olas Riverfront. I walked up to the bridge to talk to the repair 


crew and they said they had no idea how long the bridge would be closed. After waiting several 


hours, I heard the distinctive whistle of the Jungle "yes, as a matter of fact I do own this river" 


Queen. I took that as a cue to start my engine, single-up my lines, and sure enough, they opened 


the bridge for her. I tucked in close behind and shot through the bridge before they closed it 


again. 


 


 



http://www.chem-freeozone.com/
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2.3.   Bridge closure and marine vessel traffic studies     


 
This reviewing team conducted two detailed vessel traffic surveys over a total of 21 days through May 
and June 2014, and which includes bridge closure timing and observation.  The surveys included camera 
monitoring of vessels, so we are able to determine height and type of vessel; we have over 35,000 such 
images logging vessel traffic at the FEC bridge, and the CSX bridge.  Our study also includes transit time 
between the two rail bridges, since some vessels transit both.  We also reviewed past vessel studies for 
comparisons and methodologies.  While some summary results are provided below, additional data are 
available.  
 
Conclusions and recommendations are:  
 


a. There is a wide variance of FEC bridge closure times.   The DEIS claim must be proven to be 
reliable, and must be enforceable before we would accept it.  That is, that bridge closure time 
can be predictable, and closure time can be reduced through new efficiencies.   Violations of 
USCG rule occur today- these must be remedied in the future.   
 


b. Comparing the average figure used for DEIS modeling to this team’s 18 day study, DEIS vessel 
traffic figures at the FEC bridge are understated as much as 20 %.  In that study the split of 
vessels over and under 21 feet was 17/83 percent, respectively.    


 
c. Peak day vessel traffic is a measure which should weigh heavily in modeling, planning, and 


mitigation decisions.  An acceptable level of service approach should be considered to inform 
planning decisions, design and bridge operating schedule adopted by rule.  


 
d. The DEIS must be improved with better clarity of data, additional study including height, type 


and size of vessels, and comparison with newer traffic studies than those performed for the 
Navigation Discipline Report.  


 
e. The means of mitigating the FEC bridge obstruction must not be done at the expense of 


transferring the bottleneck problem to the CSX bridge. 
 
    


f. The USCG should validate all studies and approaches, which they called for in June 2014 
commenting letter.   


 
 
Bridge closure 
Our May 16-18, 2014 FEC bridge closure study concluded that with rail operations as they exist today, 
marine vessel traffic is delayed at the FEC bridge by approximately 9 to 72 minutes, which occurs 2 to 7 
times per day during daylight hours.  Closures of 72 minutes, while considered outliers of the data, are 
far in excess of the 19 minute average closure time reported in the DEIS, and clearly obstructive.  
 
For the same period with rail operations as they exist today, marine vessel traffic is delayed at the CSX 
bridge by approximately 5 to 13 minutes, which occurs 1 to 3 times per day during daylight hours.   
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All of the observed trains were freight trains.  The field observations confirm reports that bridge closures 
sometimes occur without trains crossing the bridge.  Referred to locally as “ghost trains,” at least six of 
the twenty closures at the two bridges recorded in the 3-day period occurred when no train was 
crossing the bridge, which is a violation of USCG rule.   The DEIS does not discuss the impact of closings 
due to trains occupying the block adjacent to the bridge which cause the bridge to lower to the closed 
position until the train moves out of the block signaling to the control center that the bridge can be 
opened. These closings may include freight train switching operations, red signals indicating the next 
block the train is moving to is occupied and in the case of the Ft. Lauderdale Station in the future that a 
train is at the station allowing passengers to embark and disembark. 
 


Numerous field reports from various sources are available which prove obstruction and economic 


business damage, with a notable recent one accounting for over 45 minutes on November 30, 2014, and 


approximately six hours on December 1, 2014:   


 


“Captain Dennis Corcoran of the Fort Lauderdale and Hollywood Water Taxi was on the water  
with passengers when the [FEC] bridge got stuck down twice in two days. The first time 
was Sunday night and then he could not believe it happened again on Monday afternoon. “On 
Sunday I was trying to get our fleet back to home base just west of the bridge. After 30 minutes 
of waiting and no trains we called the bridge attendant and I was told the bridge had a 
malfunction and they did not know how long it would be down. We had to tie our boats up East 
of the Bridge and walk back to our office.” 
  
“Monday afternoon the [FEC] bridge went down and a train passed over and then it was stuck 
down for at least six hours. This really messed up operations for us as well as many other 
commercial marine operations and recreational boaters. I found out from my manager that they 
called the bridge attendant and he was told the bridge was malfunctioning and they did not 
know when it would come back on line.“ 


 
Elsewhere in this document, it is pointed out that the DEIS is missing a credible calculation of business 
damage, and suggests a methodology for doing so.  
 
 
Vessel traffic  


In our May 16-18, 2014 FEC Bridge traffic study , observed vessel traffic transiting the bridge in the 3-day 


period totaled 1,080 vessels, or 360 vessels per day.  


This result is roughly equivalent to the weekend figure reported in the DEIS, however 67% higher than 


the DEIS average benchmark used for modeling, which is 215 vessels.     


 


  Daily count Avg./day 


16-May 168   


17-May 411   


18-May 501   


Total  1080 360 
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A second study performed over 18 days (May 23- June 9, 2014) was performed using cameras, then 


quality controlling the data by omitting duplicates, outliers, and rail bridge closure.  Vessels were 


measured for height using an interpretative photo program, and categorized as under or over 21 


feet.  Before editing, over 37,000 images were collected for observations at the FEC and CSX bridges 


combined. 


 
Presented in a summary table below, an average of 268 vessels over the study period resulted, with 83% 
under 21 feet (to trigger a bridge opening), and 17 % over 21 feet height above water line.  An estimate 
of 1% of vessels consisted of paddle boards or small dinghies, so totals should be reduced by this 
amount.    Compared to the DEIS average vessel figure of 215, this study finds average volumes 
approximately 20 % higher.  
  


Vessels of All Types Transiting the FEC Bridge, 
May 23 – June 9, 2014 ( 0500-2400 hours) 


FEC Total under 21 over 21 


 23-May 87 55 32 * 


24 654 579 75 Sat 


25 848 763 85 Sun 


26 637 573 64 Holiday 


27 193 127 66 


 28 165 117 48 


 29 148 90 58 


 30 152 116 36 


 31 257 225 32 Sat 


1-Jun 342 316 26 Sun 


2 59 47 11 * 


3 117 33 84 


 4 105 71 34 


 5 165 129 36 


 6 213 176 37 


 7 323 282 41 Sat 


8 213 195 18 Sun 


9 139 107 32 


 Average 268 222 45   


% of Total 


 


83 17 


 *   Not full day of observation due to camera installation or malfunction.  
 


2.3.1. Monthly traffic transitioning New River bridges  


 


From Broward County bridge tender data, patterns of larger vessel traffic can be discerned, however 


these data do not reflect total number of vessels transiting the road bridges.  The data represent the 


monthly number of vessels transiting the New River which are large enough (with air draft in excess of 
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approximately 18 ½ feet) to warrant bridge openings.  Thus, the totals below do not include total 


number of vessels using the waterway.    


 


The variance of vessel traffic during high season (i.e. tourist season/ non-hurricane season from 


November to May) versus low season (hurricane season June to October) was examined.  Based on 


three years of data from Broward County bridge operations in the downtown only (with some 


extrapolations for missing monthly data), the average:  


 High season number of vessels is 1,272 and bridge openings is 925 (monthly)  


 Low season number of vessels is 979 and bridge openings is 781 (monthly ) 


 


Thus, about 30 %more vessel traffic is experienced in the height of season, with about 18 %more bridge 


openings.  The data used to reach these observations are presented below, with original data sources 


further explained in the bibliography.  


  


Variance of New River Vessel Traffic, High and Low Season  


(V= Number of vessels transiting the bridge when open, and which requested an opening; 


   O= Opening of bridge)  


  2012 2013 2014 High (N-M) Low (J-O) 


  V O V O V O V O V O 


Jan na na 1172 893 1133 871 


  


    


Feb na na 1220 877 1327 955 


  


    


Mar na na 1239 909 1393 1024 


  


    


Apr na na 1215 1000 1344 975 


  


    


May na na 1277 950 1192 893 


  


    


Ju na na 973 789     


  


    


Jul 860 723 970 790     


  


    


Aug na na 896 752     


  


    


Sept na na 752 629     


  


    


Oct 1257 894 1147 891     


  


    


Nov 1113 846 1271 920 


    


    


Dec  1160 918 1197 921 


    


    


Average of H & L 


season months 


      


1232 925 979 781 


  


         


  


NOTES:  1. Based on average of vessel traffic and openings for 3 downtown bridges, namely Andrews Ave., 


SE 3rd Ave., and SW 4/7 Ave.;  Source- Broward County.   


2. Some May 2014 data are extrapolated due to missing daily logs.    
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Comparing the traffic study data in section 2.3 above with the Broward County high season data and 


converting to days, our vessel study data is validated.  In other words, 42 vessels per day is roughly 


equivalent to 45 vessels per day requiring a bridge opening.   All vessel survey data in the DEIS, and 


other traffic studies, should be considered in light of the high and low season trends.   


 


2.3.2.   Transit time between the FEC and CSX bridges   


 


In consideration of a schedule for bridge operating rules, a cursory analysis of the transit time from the 


FEC to the CSX bridge is presented.  The distance between the two bridges is approximately 2.62 statute 


miles.17  A sampling of seven different size vessels which transited the 2 bridges was selected from the 


vessel traffic on May 18, 2014 as shown in the table below.   


 


Transit Time Between FEC and CSX Bridges (Summary data)  


Type of Boat  Size (Length in feet)  Time elapsed 


between bridges 


(minutes)  


River Boat 18 29 


Pontoon 20 114 


Motor Yacht 30 120 


Sport Fish 36 83 


Motor Yacht 42 29 


Motor Yacht 70 23 


Commercial 


River Boat 


150 31 


SOURCE:  ESI vessel study, May 2014.  


 


A simple average of the time data collected from all trips yields an average transit time of 50 minutes, 


however omitting the outlier data (highs and lows) and then averaging, the more realistic estimate of 


travel time is 29 minutes.18  Explanations for the wide variation in transit time are speculative, however 


may include boaters who stop for dinner, visitation, or other business along the way.  Calculated speed 


over this distance means an average of 4.7 knots between the bridges (speed over ground), and which 


takes into account other vessel traffic, tidal current, wind, etc.   


 


                                                           
17 As measured through Bing mapping tool.  
18 All time data considered is not presented in Table ? 
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The US Coast Guard may find this initial study of transit time helpful in examining the need for operating 


schedules of the various bridges along the New River, and including the railroad bridges.  The data 


collected for this study can be further analyzed to determine the typical number of vessels which travel 


the entire length of the New River, however that detailed analysis was not performed for this more 


limited scope.   


2.4.  Emphasis on peak demand, Level of Service analysis   


  


While there is some DEIS discussion of traffic variance and weekend/holiday peaks, (for example, page 


5-25 to 5-26 which states 


“For the New River Bridge, arrivals ranged from 37 to 508 vessels during the 2014 Video Survey 


and arrivals were higher than 215 vessels 36 percent of the time. On peak days, navigation 


impacts may be substantially greater than what is depicted in Table 5.1.3‐8.”  


the vessel traffic mitigation modeling and assumptions in the DEIS are based largely on average vessel 


traffic.  From the vessel traffic studies conducted by the authors of this response, even higher variances 


of traffic are observed for peak days, with some over 800 or 900 vessels per day.  A recent vessel traffic 


study conducted by the Marine Industries Association of South Florida reports this number exceeded 


1000.    


 


While the DEIS’s conclusion is that minimal navigational impact will result from the project, it 


contradicts that conclusion on page 5-26, by stating that “on peak days, the navigation impacts may be 


substantially greater than what is depicted in Table 5.1.3-8.”  This review Team contends that the peak 


traffic matters more than averages, for two main reasons:  


 


a.  Ft. Lauderdale thrives on a tourist-based economy, hinging in part on its marine activities and 


mystique which includes special events.  Special events rely on accommodating peak demand; 


The Winterfest Boat Parade is one prominent example.  


 


b. If road planning were based just on averages, our road systems would fail miserably.  


 


Level of service (LOS) may be defined as a qualitative measure used to relate the quality of traffic 


service. LOS is used to analyze highways by categorizing traffic flow and assigning quality levels of traffic 


based on performance measure like speed, density, etc. and at peak demand times.   


 


However, in the case of the New River the channel is relatively narrow and depending on the size of the 


vessel may not accommodate vessel traffic in two directions at choke points in the channel. It is 


probably best to describe the channel as a “narrow highly trafficked waterway, which must 


accommodate a wide range of vessels ranging in size from canoes and kayaks to 200 foot long mega 


yachts being towed by a tug with a tug in the rear to help guide the vessel”.  The predictability of vessel 
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traffic at any given time or period of day as in highway analysis is not possible in such a case as we have 


with the New River. 


While these tools may not be directly applicable to a waterway such as the New River, the US Army 


Corps of Engineers19 is applying Level of Service to Inland Marine Transportation Systems; it may be 


advisable for the United States Coast Guard to do so as well, unless they already have considered such 


approach.  


 


2.5. Economic impact is not minor, therefore obstructive 


 


This analysis rejects the notion that “minor economic impact” will result from the proposed AAF project, 


a claim that is based largely on the expectation that “Combined Effect” will reduce bridge closure times.  


 


From p. 6-9 of the AMEC Navigation Discipline Study,  


The increase in average vessel wait times results in minor economic impact  [emphasis added] under 


the Combined Effect (Table 6.4-2), which is estimated at $161 per day (a decrease in loss of $212 per day 


when compared to the No-Build Alternative versus Existing Conditions). This is the cost of the total 


vessel delay per day on the marine industry under the Combined Effect, and creates a minimal impact as 


there is a less than 0.1% increase in the percent cost of waiting compared to the marine industry value 


at the New River, when compared to the No-Build Alternative.  


 


First, this analysis dismisses the conclusion that “minor economic impact” will result, in part since the 


quantification is vastly understated. While the valuation of fuel and other operating expenses is part of 


a valid approach, it is unclear how the DEIS assigns such nominal value, and unacceptable that it 


disregards such additional losses as real estate value, and marina business deterred by the 


inconvenience of the bridge delay.  


 


Second, it is unclear how this figure reconciles (or is contradictory to) with the DEIS claim on pp. 5-29 to 


5-30, which in the following excerpt presents an economic impact figure about twice as high.  


 


New River 


The anticipated increase in average vessel wait times associated with additional bridge closures and 


unimproved infrastructure would result in an increase in vessel queues of 18 vessels per day. These 


increased vessel wait times were considered when evaluating economic impacts to commercial 


 


                                                           
19See August 13, 2014 publication by Jeff McKee, Chief, Navigation Branch Operations and Regulatory 


Division USACE available [online]  


http://www.iwr.usace.army.mil/Portals/70/docs/IWUB/board_meetings/meeting69/IWUB_meeting_69


_Level_of_service_update_jeff_mckee_081313.pdf 
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developments along the New River. The increase in average vessel wait times for commercial and 


recreational vessels is estimated to result in an economic impact under the No‐Action Alternative (Table 


5.1.3‐11) of $373.00 per day  [emphasis added]  or $136,145 annually. This value is the difference 


between the estimated economic impacts from the No‐Action Alternative compared to the impact of 


Existing Conditions. This represents less than a 0.1 percent increase in the total cost of vessel delays per 


day on the marine industry under the No‐Action Alternative (AMEC 2014a). 


 


In either case, the daily figure for economic impact is considered vastly understated, and not inclusive of 


all relevant impact considerations.   


 


To illustrate just one portion of why the quantification is understated, below is a testimonial from Dave 


Lenit, a Chief Engineer of Happy Diesel Inc. (MCA Certified-Cayman and Marshall Islands; 500 Ton, Y3 


Rating).   


 


Assuming just one mega yacht with minimal crew of Captain, Engineer, 1st Mate, and Deckhand, and 


which holds position in 2 knots of current in the New River, awaiting a bridge closing (avg. 19 minutes), 


an approximate minimum of $56.08 of expense would be incurred (not including such valid costs as 


insurance, wear and tear, or other overhead).  If the yacht is in tow with 2 tugs, this estimate will 


increase.   


This estimate is calculated as follows:   


 


Estimated minimum operating cost for mega-yacht per hour   


 Salaries per day ($) Gallons used  Total  


Captain  500   


Engineer  350    


1
st


 Mate  250    


Deck Hand  150    


Subtotal $1250/day   


Generator fuel use/hr. x 2 generators  10 gal. /hour  


Engine fuel use/hr. x 2 engines    15 gal./hour  


Subtotal   25 gal./hour  


Cost per gallon  $5   


Cost per hour $52.08 $125  $177.08 


 


(177.08 per hour)  X  [(19 minutes/60)=0.31] = $56.08 


 


Therefore, if just three yachts are detained by bridge closure in one day for 19 minutes each, the 


unrealistic DEIS estimate of total loss ($161) is exceeded.  With hundreds of boats transiting the bridge 


each day, this cost will be amplified.   This demonstration is unrelated to other analysis of other 


economic impact, such as lost business, real estate devaluation, etc.     
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2.6. Example of missed economic opportunity because of obstruction  


The DEIS fails to accurately estimate economic activity that is deterred by the FEC bridge that often 


closes the waterway.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. Lauderdale” 


operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year. His water taxis serve the area 


east of the bridge, but not the other numerous attractions west of the FEC bridge (for example, the 


numerous civic buildings, performing arts theatre , science museum and historic district that are a short 


distance west of the bridge. This is because unscheduled, often extended, rail bridge closings would 


frequently cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. The size of the Water Taxi fleet is 12 to 21 


feet in overhead clearance so they can clear all but the FEC bridge (except for high tide).  20   


 


“There are numerous potential water taxi stops upriver of the FEC bridge which would be profitable and 


would benefit the travelling public.  However, we can’t service them due to the unpredictable and long 


closures of the FEC rail bridge, so won’t risk customer complaints,” said William Walker, Owner and 


Principal of Water Taxi of Fort Lauderdale, LLC.  “This is a missed opportunity to improve public 


transportation, and a missed business opportunity.”  


 


2.7. Future and cumulative forecasts not considered for resulting obstruction  


 


Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations; 


also the probability of increased freight traffic due in part to the planned improvements at Port 


Everglades and Port Miami need to be considered.  These have been extensively described by FECR 


(including in their presentation to the 16th annual Transportation and Infrastructure Summit) and by the 


Florida Department of Transportation, the Florida Seaports Council, and the Metropolitan Planning 


Organizations of the three South Florida Counties, among others.    


 


The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater than presently 


handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is therefore a possibility for rail freight 


operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the container (intermodal) traffic 


northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and connections to other freight 


carriers. The train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) freight trains 


per day and the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF. 


 


                                                           
20


 Water taxi vessels range in size as follows:   


Length   26 to 65 feet 


Beam  9 to 20 feet 


Overhead Clearance (air draft) 12 to 21 feet 
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In addition to the FEC and AAF planned train movements Tri-Rail Coastal Link is proposing up to 60 trains 


per day on the FEC Corridor originating from the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Red Line Corridor crossing on the 


Pompano Connector to the FEC Corridor. These estimates contradict the estimated 20 freight trips per 


day listed in the DEIS. This dramatic increase in freight, passenger and commuter Rail operations 


requires consideration of separation of freight and passenger operations to improve the service on the 


existing corridor and lessen the impact on navigation at the New River and the other movable bridges at 


St. Lucie and Loxahatchee Rivers. 


 


Future Freight 


AAF’s proposal hinges on what the Team considers a faulty assumption- that there will be no additional 


bridge closure delays due to volume of train traffic, freight and passenger combined.  As stated in 2012 


AAF, Environmental Assessment:    


 


“At the highest utilization rate of the ROW, which occurred in 2006, there were 23 through-


freight trains per day over this FEC corridor running daily on the existing track (i.e., those trains 


running through one or more terminals before reaching a final destination, as opposed to local 


freight trains serving customers along the line).  By contrast, and as discussed herein, the 


operations proposed for the Project – even when combined with existing and future freight 


operations – will be more limited.  This is true because more efficient freight operations with 


faster, longer trains, have resulted in a reduced usage, with only 10 daily through-freight trains 


in operation today.” 


 


The Project Team considers this vastly understated, with our engineering assessment arriving at an 


estimate three times the AAF claim.  This is supported by extensive evidence presented below.   


 


First, Florida is actively marketing for more national and international seaport/cargo business, with 13 


international Enterprise Florida Offices abroad including the cargo-rich Pacific Rim (Shanghai, Hong 


Kong, Taiwan, and Tokyo),21  private and public investments in Florida Seaports, intermodal logistics 


centers, and inland ports;  all portend more freight traffic.  Some question whether one of the main 


drivers of extra freight, which is the completion of the Panama Canal extension, will be delivered on 


time.  A recent conference presentation by a Canal representative, and (coincidentally) moderated by 


Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) President and Chief Executive Officer Jim Hertwig, downplayed the 


recent work stoppage and reassured the audience that the massive public works project is on target for 


end of 2015 completion.22  Of course increased shipping through the Panama Canal will mean little to 


Florida if the freight can’t be captured and distributed through the Port of Miami.  “The port [of Miami]'s 


                                                           
21


 See also article available [online] http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-


development.html , March 31, 2014.  
22


  Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-


completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014.  



http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html

http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
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access to rail and intermodal connections will be key to making it an attractive port for shippers,” said 


Bill Johnson, Director of the Port of Miami. 23  


 


Next, consider the overview of testimony of FEC President and CEO James Hertwig at the 16th Annual 


Transportation & Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas (August 7, 2013) which 


underscores freight opportunities, and public and private investment at the Port of Miami and Port 


Everglades: 


 


FEC Overview 


 


• 351 miles of mainline track 


−   Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 


−   Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network 


• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight 


−   Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and 


challenging trucking environment 


• Attractive freight mix 


−   Intermodal containers and trailers  


−   Carload 


• Crushed rock (aggregate) 


• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products 


• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville 


 


Key Florida Attributes 


 


• Large Consumer Market 


–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 


–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 


–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 


• Strategic Location 


–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with 


Latin  America 


–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 


–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 


 


                                                           
23


 Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-


completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014. 



http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
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• Large Consumer Market 


–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 


–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 


–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 


• Strategic Location 


–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with 


Latin America 


–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 


–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 


 


The Asian Market Opportunity 


 


• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage 


−   Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels 


−   Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster  all-


water times to the East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% 


more cost efficient) 


• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth 


• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in 


infrastructure  improvements, which combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will 


make it a gateway for  import/export activity 


−   On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track  


access to North Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 


2013) 


−   The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the  


Port (Completion: May 2014) 


−   50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion 


project 


 


Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami 


 


• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port 


customers 


– Only railroad with direct access to the Port 


– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline 


• Total project cost $45-50 million 


– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M) 


– Florida DOT (up to $9M) 


– Miami Dade County (up to $5M) 
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– FEC (up to $9M) 


• Q2 2013 Update 


– Rail line lead to Port has been completed 


– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun 


– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun 


•   Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013 


 


Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades 


 


• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of 


construction on a 42 acre Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 


• Total Cost: $73M 


– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M 


– Broward County ~ $20M 


– State Grants ~ $18M 


• Q2 2013 Update 


– Lease agreement with Broward County executed 


– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company 


– Received State Loan funding in Q3 


• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014 


 


It is therefore clearly evident that FECR and FECI fully expect to provide increased freight rail 


operations in the near future. The AAF proposal for Passenger Rail Service is only one component of the 


total rail traffic that needs to be analyzed in considering all of the impacts which will have an effect on 


marine traffic transiting the FECR corridor and the marine community in general i.e., yachting service 


industry, real estate interests, marinas and repair facilities, which are located west of the FECR corridor. 


 


The FRA, USCG and other permitting agencies must also not neglect analysis and engagement with 


CSX railway.  Recalling that CSX is approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida, this is another 


huge factor driving future rail planning in South Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected 


seaport dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement throughout the State and to seaports 


outside of South Florida.  If there is any doubt about its future business interest moving freight, one 


example is its April announcement of the opening of the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center in 


Winter Haven, FL.  Owned by Evansville Western Railway, the 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX 


Intermodal Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. Containerized freight previously handled at 


CSX's Orlando terminal will be shifted to the Winter Haven facility, while the Taft yard in Orlando will 
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continue to serve other CSX needs.  [It will] … serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and 


distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and South Florida.” 24 


 


Additional specific DEIS comments on this topic follow:  


 


(DEIS, Page 3-26) 3.3.2 No-Action Alternative and (DEIS, Page 3-37)  Bridge and Structures and Table 3.3-


5  Proposed Bridges, N-S Corridor 


Comment: The existing and future freight train operations of the no-action alternative are incorrect; 


they do not include the increase in freight traffic planned for by FEC due to the Post Panamax 


expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port Miami and Port Everglades to 


accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 


 


(DEIS, Page 3-34) 3.4 Operations 


Comment:  The operations described in the DEIS do not accurately reflect the total projected increase 


in freight traffic throughout Florida due in part to increased activity at Port Everglades and Port Miami 


following the Panama Canal Expansion. FEC has on numerous occasions discussed the increased traffic 


on FEC with Florida Legislators, senior Florida agency staff, and Industry leaders. FEC has made 


substantial improvements to their rail facilities at the Ports due to this proposed Panama Canal 


generated shipping, and the State of Florida has made substantial investments in seaports, Strategic 


Intermodal System planning, and the Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan.    It is a major omission to 


exclude from the DEIS this projected rail traffic increase. Shared use of the corridor by Tri-Rail Coastal 


Link also needs to be considered and evaluated with regard to train speeds. 


 


2.8.  Future Freight Growth Beyond Year 2016 of 3% is Likely Understated.  


 


Per the DEIS and other authorities, the Panama Canal re-opening is expected in 2016, and freight 


train traffic  will grow from 14 trains today to 20 trains by 2016;  thus the Navigation Discipline 


Report anticipates traffic growth at 12.6% per year through 2016.   


 


However, in the years following 2016, the DEIS reports that freight train growth will then fall to 


just 3%.  Following the opening of the Panama Canal, it appears unlikely and is unsubstantiated 


                                                           
24 Available [online] at http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979, 


April 03, 2014.     


 



http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979
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that growth in freight train activity would fall precipitously in the years immediately afterward. 25 


Sharply lower freight growth rates are especially unlikely when considering the billions of dollars 


in port, intermodal and rail facility improvements which are currently underway at the Ports of 


Miami and Everglades in preparation of the post 2016 expanded Panama Canal opportunities.  FEC 


alone is making tens of millions of dollars of investments to capture container freight cargo and 


increase rail capacity utilization which became available when aggregates and building materials 


freight declined during the recession. 


 


We respectfully request that the DEIS provide more thorough and consistent explanation of the 


assumptions about future freight train growth through the foreseeable planning period defined in 


prior project documents, meaning the year 2032.   


 


  


                                                           
25


 See various State of Florida freight planning documents, and “Florida East Coast Rail Line To Haul 5% of Truck 
Cargo From Port of Miami, June 2, 2011,” available [online] 
http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/110602/story2.shtml , November 30, 2014.  



http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/110602/story2.shtml
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Section 3.   Economic impact analysis flaws   


 


In addition to economic analysis flaws highlighted above, this section presents other economic 


arguments which are deficient in the DEIS.   


 


In particular the findings of economic damages in the DEIS Navigation Discipline Report of July 2014 are 


invalid due to omissions of forecast freight frequency, number and duration of bridge closings, 


cumulative impacts over time and resulting obstruction of navigable waters.  


 


The accompanying Campisi report confirms the likelihood of longer bridge closure times.  Future 


bridge closure at the New River Bridge can be expected to reach 40 minutes closed per hour or 


greater.  High frequency and long duration bridge closures coupled with tidal restrictions required 


for mega yacht movements result in highly impaired navigational conditions for the commercial 


marine industry, along the New River.  Mega yacht servicing and repair makes up the majority of 


the estimated $2.9B commercial marine industry economic activity on the New River.  Given the 


failure of the Navigation Discipline Report to model reasonably foreseeable future scenarios, 


specifically the failure to consider cumulative impacts beyond year 2016; we conclude the 


economic impacts of cumulative rail effects on the marine industry of the New River are flawed, 


invalid and sharply understated.   


 


3.1. Value of County marine industry contradictory and understated; New River portion at 1/3 


understated; “Minor anticipated impact” rejected   


 


The DEIS, in the Navigational Survey Discipline Report, p. 3-14, values the Broward County marine 


industry at $5.2 B, assuming with the New River portion at 32.7% or $1.7 B/year.  This vastly 


understates the economic value according to a more recent report by the Marine Industry 


Association of South Florida (Thomas Murray for MIASF) which estimates the economic impact of 


the Broward County marine industries at $8.8B/year, with over 100,000 jobs. 26   


 


The DEIS contradicts itself on page 4-24 by citing a 2005 figure which agrees with the very recent 


MIASF 2014 study above, as stated here:  


 


“According to a Broward County vessel traffic study (Mote Marine Laboratory 2005), recreational 
boating represents an estimated $8.8 billion segment of the local economy. In addition to private 
recreational boats, the New River is also used by commercial sightseeing vessels.” 
 


                                                           
26 Sections here and immediately following paraphrased from Mr. Dana Goward, Proprietor at Maritime 


Governance, LLC, who is a USCG retiree.   
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Regarding the 32.7% portion assumption, we do not agree with the DEIS assertion that the marine 


industry, as most any industry cluster, can be geographically “compartmentalized” to a sector of 


the County.  As a cluster it has evolved over time to take advantage of complementary businesses 


all over the County, if not region.  However for argument’s sake if we use the DEIS assertion of 1/3 


of the industry’s economic impact corresponds to the geography west of the FEC bridge, then the 


total impact is still significantly higher (70%), or $2.9B compared to $1.7B.  


 


In part these economic impact estimates captures the MIASF’s 2006 report, which found over 


1,500 mega-yachts (80’+) (many international) are served by this marine commercial hub, and that 


average expenditure was $169,000 per vessel for servicing.  This was a marked increase from 


several years earlier and, since the economic recovery, has most certainly risen.  Further, the 


South Florida Regional Planning Council, in its Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy, 


2012-17, finds the economic impact of each mega-yacht is higher - estimating that “… each 


[megayacht] visit generates an estimated $400,000 economic impact through boatyard and 


marina expenditures.”  Presumably the SFRPC plan includes all direct, indirect, and induced 


economic impact.   


 


The value of the New River Marine Industry as defined in the FRA-DEIS is based on the number of 


commercial wet slips on the River as a percentage of all commercial wet slips in Broward County 


(see Table 2.2-3 below from the Navigation Discipline Report, page 2-5, July 2014.  


 


 


 Table 2.2-3 Percent Representation of each River Relative to the County in which it is Located  


  


Number of Wetslips at Marinas, Dockuminiums, 


Private Clubs and Hotels and Restaurants 


River  County 


On the 


River 


In the 


County 


River 


Percent 


New Broward            818         2,500  32.7% 


Loxahatchee 
Palm Beach            534         2,300  23.2% 


Martin                0            900  0.0% 


St. Lucie 
Martin            746             900  82.9% 


St. Lucie            222         1,450  15.3% 


 


 


There are multiple ways to measure the “value” of the marine industry.  These could be based on 


marina value or marina sales.  The measure chosen in the Navigation Discipline Report is not value 


based. It is numerically based according to slip count, without taking into account any economic 


value or economic measure. 
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The measure of the marine industry excludes residential wet slips and recreational activity as a 


component of the marine industry.  Conversely however, the complete Marine Industry is defined 


as including recreational boating by AMEC on page 3-11 of the Navigation Discipline Report.  The 


methodology used to define the value of the Marine Industry along the New River is highly flawed.  


The methodology a) is not value based and b) fails to include residential slips as part of industry 


value.  Thus 77% of all boat traffic on the New River (the recreation portion), as described in the 


Navigation Discipline Report Table 3.3-4., is excluded and no valuation is assigned to the 


recreational portion of the marine industry. 


 


(Navigation Discipline Report, July 2014, page 3-11) While secondary to marinas and other public 


marine facilities, an inventory of the docks and slips at waterfront housing developments is 


important to provide an overall picture of the complete marine industry and recreational use of 


the New River. 


 


The New River Marine Industry valuation methodology used by AMEC for the DEIS is inconsistent 


with AMEC’s own method of calculating economic damages.  Calculation of the economic damage 


due to bridge closure wait times does include recreational boat trips. In contradiction, recreational 


boating value is not included in the marine industry value.  As a result, economic damages which 


may occur beyond to cost of wait time delay, such as market share loss for business and property 


value loss for residential and business would be understated. 


 


(Navigation Discipline Report, July 2014, page 6-10) Commercial destinations on the New River are 


primarily boat/yacht repair and support facilities.  These facilities are anticipated to incur minor 


impacts to their business as a result of the moderate impacts of the Combined Effect on vessel 


wait times and queue lengths. 


 


The assertion that “minor impacts” to marine business is flatly rejected by this team’s analysis.  


The Navigation Discipline Report in estimating economic damage assumes that no market share of 


business activity will be lost as a result of the proposed action, only incurring the cost of additional 


time delay.  This is incorrect. The evaluation of the proposed action failed to include reasonably 


foreseeable future rail actions. By this omission alone, the economic damage is vastly understated 


by failure to include market share loss and economic loss in recreational segments of the marine 


industry.  


 


3.2. Omission of Property Value Impacts 


 


Surprisingly, the Navigation Discipline Report, under Direct Economic Benefits, page 2-2 states:   
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 ”These analyses do not include the impact of the marine industry on property values; accordingly, 


property value impacts will not be discussed in this report.”  The omission of property value must 


be remedied in future revisions of the EIS.    


 


Using a conservative figure (tax appraised value), there is nearly $900 million in existing New River 


waterfront residential property value located west of the New River FEC Bridge with direct 


waterway access.  There are approximately 2,900 parcels, with 3,705 residential units comprising 


this sizable value, in addition to the marine commercial and industrial properties upriver of the 


FEC bridge, and totaling approximately 1,600 acres.  


 


This impacted area does not include those who would bear secondary impacts from the railroad 


(public boat ramp users, residents and emergency vehicles delayed by at-grade rail crossing 


delays, etc.).  Taxable value is decidedly less than comparable sales (or actual market) value.   


 


Such residential and marine/industrial properties are identified in the Figure below in green and red, 


respectively.  Only the primary impacted properties are highlighted.   


 


 


 







 


Impacted Waterfront Properties Upriver from the FECR New River Bridge  


SOURCE:  Fishkind and Associates, March 2014.  Not to scale. 


      







 


 


The River traffic survey indicates 77 %of boat traffic at the New River rail bridge is recreational. The effect of 


severe limitations on deepwater access due to foreseeable future actions resulting in sharply increased bridge 


closure times will negatively impact these property values.   


 


The cost of marine industry impacts due to sharply increased bridge closure times such that navigation and access 


is significantly and substantially restricted will result in time delay costs as well as property value losses and 


business value/market share losses.    


 


3.3. Recommended methodology for future estimate of negative economic impact 


 


The DEIS should be revised to include analyses of property value loss, and lost business due to obstruction due to 


time delay of marine traffic.   A recommended methodology, which should be coordinated with the US Coast 


Guard and their further review of navigation conditions including the Navigation Discipline Report included with 


the DEIS, is as follows:     


 


a.   Property value loss can be measured using the value of waterfront properties with deepwater access 


and comparing the value of like properties between upstream and downstream locations.  Upstream 


locations with longer deepwater access times are hypothesized to be valued less than like properties with 


shorter deepwater access times.  Increased bridge closure times increases the deepwater access time 


causing property valuations (residential, commercial and industrial) to fall to values similar to properties 


further upstream.   


 


b. The same is true for commercial business valuations when affected by market share loss due to 


increased time delay.  This type of analysis or any other analysis of the resulting decrease in property 


values for thousands of homes and businesses has been specifically omitted from the navigation Discipline 


Report and the Draft EIS.  This is because of the failure to model reasonably foreseeable actions beyond 


year 1 of the proposed action in year 2016. Further, this results in a failure to acknowledge the real estate 


economics and consequences put in play due to the impact of extended delay due to lengthy bridge 


closure on property value and business market share.   


 


At present there are two proposals to construct large scale mega yacht servicing facilities at Watson Island and 


Port of Miami.  Should navigational conditions prove too onerous on the New River, the South Florida market will 


respond with development of new mega yacht service centers and commercial facilities elsewhere including 


outside of Broward County.  Put simply, there is a real threat to the New River marine industries and real estate 


values from extended bridge closures. 27 


 


The navigational analysis portion of the DEIS should be revised to analyze potential business value loss, plus 


potential property value loss caused by obstructive FEC bridge closures. The negative impacts to only a segment of 


the Broward County commercial marine industry (which if the AMEC estimate of one-third of the County’s 


industry were true may be estimated conservatively at $2.9 billion), plus nearly $1 billion in residential and 


                                                           
27


 Miami Today, Port of Miami Plans Megayacht Marina, November 22, 2014.  See 
http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/111208/story1.shtml 
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commercial/industrial property values, and the indeterminate value of recreational waterway usage are 


inadequately and erroneously presented.    


 


The actual property value, capital losses and business market share/sales loss from un-modeled conditions may be 


unacceptably high.28  This consideration should be taken into account by the US Coast Guard as it undertakes a 


Truman-Hobbs/ obstructive bridge evaluation.  


 


3.4. Ridership and revenue summary study does not demonstrate profitable operation 


 


The economic analysis does not include a demonstration that the service can be operated profitably.  It merely 


states travel times from Miami to Orlando must be approximately 3 hours to gain necessary ridership to attain 


profitable operational status.  A revenue/expense analysis is not provided which demonstrates profitable 


operation is feasible. Only a ridership study is provided to demonstrate ridership potential. No analysis of revenue 


or profitability is included.   


 


Louis Berger Group Ridership and Revenue Summary, September 2013, page 3: 


Ridership and revenue forecast for each of the cases noted above are summarized in Table 1 below for 2019, the 


first year after stabilized ridership is expected to be achieved.   


 


However, no revenue summary is provided in Table 1 of the LBG Ridership and Revenue Summary report.  As well, 


no findings regarding the ability to operate profitability are included in the Draft EIS.  While the project need and 


forecast ridership may be demonstrated, the underlying premise of financial feasibility remains in question. 


 


 


 


  


                                                           
28


 Present property devaluation argument (which AAF expressly omitted); directly impacted/devalued properties (more than 3,700 


residential, marine commercial & industrial parcels on nearly 3,900 acres with taxable value exceeding $1 billion).   
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Section 4.  Contradiction of public plans, policies and investments   


4.1. Tri-Rail Coastal Link Planning  


 


The argument is presented in numerous portions of this document that the public planning well underway by the Tri-Rail 


Coastal Link project is dismissed by omission in the DEIS.   This project is led by the South Florida Regional 


Transportation Authority (SFRTA), its steering committee, and coordinated with/supported by several public bodies such 


as the Florida Department of Transportation, Metropolitan Planning Organizations, and the Southeast Florida 


Transportation Council, 29 The result contributes to the objection that DEIS does not adequately consider cumulative 


effects of all foreseeable future projects, thus omitting important rail traffic forecasts.  The DEIS is therefore 


contradictory of these public plans, policies and investments.   


 


With some newer estimates up to $850 million, “… SFRTA plans to spend $600 million to $800 million on infrastructure 


investments, including triple-tracking some sections, building 17 to 20 additional stations, and constructing a new 


bridge in downtown Fort Lauderdale so the more frequent rail traffic doesn't affect the city's active marine industry, 


[emphasis added] says SFRTA Director of Planning and Capital Development Bill Cross.” 30, 31 


 


The detailed development of such capital improvements is being coordinated by RS&H Engineering (see 


www.rsandh.com) for FDOT.  Ms. Amie Goddeau, of the Broward County (District 4 FDOT) is the Project Manager.32  


Financing and funding of the project is well underway.  In March 13, 2014 a presentation to Broward MPO Board, 


“Financial Plan Status Report” staff detailed the plan for operating and capital improvements, estimated at  $720- 796 M 


(2013 $), with 50 % fed, 25% state, 25% local contributions.  The annual operation and maintenance is estimated at $33-


38 M.  At least 11 new regional funding sources are being analyzed for the project, such as  


special assessments, a regional property tax of .5 to 1.0 mils, property tax increment, sales tax, transient sales tax, rental 


car surcharge of $2-3/day, automobile registration fee (earmark portion), and annual station fee.   


 


A new mid or high-level bridge over the New River at the FEC crossing is contemplated in multiple documents adopted 


by SFRTA and Coastal Link Steering Committee as presented elsewhere in this analysis,  with conceptual ideas dating 


back to at least 2006,33 and drawings dating at least back to 2010.34    


                                                           
29 After several years of ad hoc cooperation, the Southeast Florida Transportation Council was created, under Florida Statutes 


Chapter 339. 175, to serve as a formal forum for policy coordination and communication to carry out these regional initiatives 


agreed upon by the MPOs from Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties.  
30


 See the March 2014 Progressive Railroading article available [online] 


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-


options--39706, March 23, 2014.  
31


 Telephone conversation with Bill Cross, April 10, 2014.  
32


 Amy Goddeau, FDOT.  See http://tri-railcoastallink.com/executive-steering-committee.html.  
33


 In the (Tier 1 Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, Approved in September 2006 by the FDOT and the Federal 


Transit Administration, “ For example, one preliminary assessment is that should the FEC Railway crossing of the New River in 


Downtown Ft. Lauderdale be utilized, a high level fixed bridge to replace the existing low-level bascule bridge over the river will be 


studied to reduce the number of new openings and improve navigation on that waterway.”  [Emphasis added]  and in 2010, 


“Operation of the regional rail will require investments in infrastructure and rolling stock. Upgrades to the FEC’s railroad 


infrastructure shared by freight and passenger trains must Include [emphases added]:   …  Double track on a high bridge crossing 


the New River (with a separate freight track on the existing drawbridge).      



file:///C:/Users/Synaesthesis%20LLC/Desktop/RR%20marina%20mile/www.rsandh.com

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706

http://tri-railcoastallink.com/executive-steering-committee.html
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From the project development document (2014, page 5-15):  


 


“ Proposed passenger rail (both the Project and the proposed AAF) over existing waterways may be 


accommodated by building a new bridge adjacent to existing FEC Railway bridges or by replacing or modifying 


the existing bridges. Because these waterways have been designated as navigable by the USCG, the new 


bridges would require they provide the necessary vertical clearance to “meet the reasonable needs of 


navigation” for those particular locations as part of the permit conditions.  [Emphasis added.]  A preliminary 


survey on navigational issues at the New River crossing and supporting data may be found in the Phase 2 


Navigable Waterway Analysis 


 


Technical Memorandum. Generally, the survey revealed that sailing vessels with mast heights of 63.5 feet 
routinely travel past the FEC Railway Bridge on their way for service at the River Bend Marine Center near I-95. 
However, the River Bend Marine Center, on occasion, services vessels with mast heights as tall as 95 feet. 
Additional study is ongoing during Phase 3 to determine the reasonable needs of navigation on the New River 
and Dania Cut-off Canal. During Project Development, the reasonable needs of navigation may be determined 
through interviews and meetings with interested 
stakeholders.   A Boat Survey and Bridge Opening Analysis Report was also completed on February 13, 2013 to 
provide a better understanding of the vessels using the New River and the bascule bridge openings they require. 
 
Bridge opening logs from 2011 were used to determine the frequency and pattern of openings for the Southeast 
Third Avenue and Andrews Avenue Bridges. February of 2011 was the month within the survey period with the 
greatest  number of bridge openings. The boat survey performed in April of 2011 identified 425 vessels 
upstream of the Southeast Third Avenue Bridge and Andrews Avenue Bridge that would require bridge 
openings.  Based on the review of aerial photography dated March 26, 2011, it is estimated that approximately 
30 percent of the 2,592 vessels traversing the New River upstream of Southeast Third Avenue have a vertical 
clearance requirement greater than 20 feet. 
 
Important environmental issues are likely related to water quality, wildlife habitat (e.g., manatee protection 
zones), wetlands, and historic and/ or archaeological areas. In addition to marine and environmental concerns, 
economic and visual impacts as well as right-of-way acquisitions will be important issues to consider and 
evaluate in subsequent studies in particular at the New River crossing. Temporary disruption to navigation on 
the affected waterways will also be an important issue to consider and mitigate during any proposed bridge 
construction.     


                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
34


 Example in the following excerpt from the Tri-Rail Coastal Link, Preliminary Project Development Report, April 2014.  “5.2.4 


Navigable Waterways.  The FEC Railway corridor includes 16 bridges over waterways within the study limits. Of these, eight support 


navigation as defined in 33 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Ch. 1, §2.36. The Build Alternative would likely require up to four 


potential new bridge structures to accommodate the necessary infrastructure improvements. Based on preliminary Phase 3 analysis 


of the Build Alternative, one of the potential new bridge structures required would include a new moveable, double track structure 


adjacent to the existing double track bridge at the New River in downtown Fort Lauderdale. The new structure would provide 


operational flexibility and a greater navigable clearance allowing fewer lift movements of the existing double-track structure to 


accommodate the implementation of posted navigational clearance times. As an integral navigable waterway for the marine 


community, additional analysis of the New River Bridge and stakeholder coordination will be conducted during Project 


Development. As noted during the Phase 2 analysis, new or modified structures at the New River Bridge, the Dania Cut-Off Canal 


Bridge (in Dania Beach just south of FLL) and the Hillsboro Canal on the Broward County/Palm Beach County line will require 


additional coordination with the United States Coast Guard (USCG).”    
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4.2. Contradiction of Stated Local, Regional, and State Public Policy    


 


In the above sections, it has been demonstrated that the DEIS is not consistent with State of Florida freight, seaport and 


transit/transportation planning, and not consistent with the regional Tri-Rail Coastal Link planning.  In addition, the DEIS 


erroneously implies consistency with other public policy plans by the regional planning organization, and local 


comprehensive plans.  While those plans meritoriously advocate for improved multi-modal transportation and transit, 


they also generally support the marine industries sustainability or growth in the name of economic development. 


Because of the detrimental effect obstructive bridge closure will have on the marine industry, the proposed project is 


contradictory to plans identified below.   


 


As stated on pg. 5-64 of the DEIS, the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP) Consistency Review the Florida State 


Clearinghouse has reviewed the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis, a similar project to the Phase I to the 


WPB‐M Corridor described in the 2012 EA. The South Florida project was determined to be consistent with the FCMP, 


and the State Clearinghouse determined that this consistency determination would be valid for the AAF project because 


the AAF Project Area is fully encompassed within the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis area which was 


found to be consistent in 2006 and there have been no relevant changes in the CZMA or FCMP criteria that would affect 


that determination. 


 


This analysis is rejected since many plan changes have occurred since 2006, so it is not understood what consistency is 


implied.  Further page 5-65 of the DEIS states:   


 


The Project would be consistent with local, regional, and state comprehensive plans. Consistency with these plans has 


been included in the purpose and need criteria matrix used to develop the Action Alternatives. 


 


The assertion of consistency is rejected by this analysis, as is further presented below:   


 


Regional Planning 


The South Florida Regional Planning Council administers policy and planning in the South Florida Region primarily 


through law via Strategic Regional Policy Plan (SRPP).   It also adopts a Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy.    


 


The 2012 Environmental Assessment (p. 243) project erroneously cites compliance with the SRPP by supporting 


commuter rail, and waterborne transit simultaneously: 


 


“Policy 8.4 Expand use of public transportation, including buses, commuter rail, waterborne transit, [emphasis added] 


and alternative transportation modes that provide services for pedestrians, bikers, and the transportation 


disadvantaged, and increase its role as a major component in the overall regional transportation system.”  (p. 243, 2012 


AAF Environmental Assessment)  


  


This simultaneous support is contradictory, since the expanded public transportation accommodated by All Aboard 


Florida and by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link will impede waterborne transit.  As one example, the water taxi/water bus owner 


which now serves the New River foregoes taxi stops upriver of the FEC bridge because of the bridge’s unpredictable 


interruption of regular service.  This clearly impedes local public transportation.  A testimonial to this effect by business 


owner William Walker is presented elsewhere in this response.     
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Further, the All Aboard Florida project’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement does not adequately mitigate its 


negative effects on marine traffic, nor does it explain its contradiction of the CEDS and the SRPP, as follows:  


  


The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) 2012-17 


CEDS is a regional plan composed and adopted by the South Florida Regional Planning Council which in part is used to 


posture projects and programs for Federal funding.  Such Strategy acknowledges the importance of the marine 


industries in Ft. Lauderdale with blanket policy statements of support:  


  


“Support projects that promote and enhance marine, tourism, renewable energy, military and agriculture sectors.” 


(CEDS, p. 11) [ emphasis added] 


 


 In justifying this position, the Plan (CEDS, pp. 91-92) states:  


  


“Known as the “Yachting Capital of the World,” Greater Fort Lauderdale enjoys a thriving recreational marine industry, 


having more than 50,000 registered vessels cruising its 300 miles of navigable waterways and Atlantic shores. 


Approximately 1,500 megayachts (vessels measuring 80 feet or more) visit Broward County each year, and each visit 


generates an estimated $400,000 economic impact through boatyard and marina expenditures, purchases and related 


services from businesses that serve the marine industry. The megayacht related business activity in Broward County 


accounted for more than 80% of the Region’s marine industry’s economic activity. It is one of Broward’s largest industries 


and employment sectors, creating more than 134,000 jobs and representing $3.7 billion in wages and earnings.  [old data 


which is larger today]   Marine industry is [sic]    also a crucial sector in the Florida  Keys  (Monroe County).  Besides  


tourism and hospitality sector, the $60-100 million fishing industry is also vital to the County’s economy and culture.” 


 


The project as presented in the DEIS negatively impacts the marine and tourism sectors of South Florida’s regional 


economy. 


  


Strategic Regional Policy Plan    


The Plan supports the “marine resource economy,” so anything detrimental to same such as the obstructive FECR/AAF 


bridge is contradictory.  Because of threat to the regional marine industry and recreational, AAF’s DEIS 


contradicts:   (Citations follow): 


  


a. (p. 76, SRPP)  “ Protecting our Marine Resource Economy.  Our world-renowned waterways provide more than 


just tourism. The Region is home to mega-yacht builders and outfitters, and the marinas and support services 


that are located along our coastline provide jobs as well as eye appeal. As the Region continues to grow, 


demands for residential development along the scenic waterways increase, putting a sometimes-irresistible 


pressure on marine related industries. Loss of marine-related businesses, especially those that are water 


dependent to residential development means a loss of jobs and a change in the character of an economy that 


has been traditional in South Florida. “  [emphasis added]  


  


b. Contradicts Policy 17.6 “Improve economic diversification in South Florida and enhance the Region’s assets for 


international business, tourism, technology, sports, entertainment, and other economic development 


activities.”  (p. 77; see also page 75 regarding international trade)  
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Ft. Lauderdale’s marine and yachting industries are indisputable and vital links to tourism (domestic and 


international), international business, and is a cornerstone of economic development and economic 


sustainability.    


  


c. In three sections of the Plan, Goal 2 is restated:  “Increase employment opportunities and support the creation 


of jobs with better pay and benefits for the Region’s workforce.”  (pages 3, 22 and 24 of the SRPP) 


  


The AAF project as presented in the DEIS (with inadequate mitigation) will negatively impact the marine industries’ 


ability to create and sustain high paying jobs.  Coveted marine industry jobs are markedly higher paid.  A recent study for 


the Port of Ft. Pierce Master Plan shows median annual marine industry salaries at $50,522, which is nearly 70% 


higher than commercial/retail/hospitality jobs ($29,752).   Any retraction of the marine industry in Broward is a 


contradiction to the SRPP.  


 


d.  “Policy 20.14 Encourage coordination among state, regional, and local governments and the private sector in the 


development of waterway transportation strategies [emphasis added] and polices, consistent with protection of the 


Region’s water resources, which can be integrated into the local comprehensive planning process.”  (p. 89, SRPP) 


  


The AAF DEIS contradicts such efforts to develop more waterway transportation strategies. 


                     


4.2.1 Inconsistency with local comprehensive plans 


 


The most impacted areas adjacent to the New River, as mapped in Section 3 above, are located in four Broward County 


municipalities (Davie, Dania Beach, and Plantation) as shown below.     


 


While the EA and DEIS imply consistency with all 


local comprehensive plans (which set the 


growth and development policies for these 


urban areas), the following presents examples 


of inconsistency in the local comprehensive 


plans of Ft. Lauderdale and Dania Beach, since 


these plan sections  


promoting economic development particularly 


in the marine industries which would be harmed 


by the AAF project.   


 


 


 


Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan 


Ft. Lauderdale’s adopted comprehensive plan 


policy is to:  “Protect existing marine uses as a 
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resource of the City.”35  And “OBJECTIVE 1.24: MARINE RESOURCES - Continue to protect and enhance marine uses as a 


recognized resource of the City. … POLICY 1.24.1: Protect marine resources as employment generators and economic 


resources [emphasis added] of the City by reviewing all projects on waterways to gauge their potential impact on 


marine uses.” 36  


 


Additional policies in the Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan to be upheld include:  


 


POLICY 1.24.4: Continue to implement the Marine Industry Association’s South Florida Marine Master Plan. 37 


 


POLICY 1.3.6: Preserve and enhance existing marinas [emphasis added] in the City and standards for future marina 


siting which address: land use compatibility, availability of upland support services, existing protective status or 


ownership, hurricane contingency planning, protection of water quality, water depth, environmental disruptions, 


mitigation actions, availability for public use, economic need and feasibility. 38 


 


The City’s Comprehensive plan also makes reference to multi-modal enhancement, which (though may not be expressly 


stated) implies waterway transportation.  In particular, Ft. Lauderdale continues to encourage the water bus thusly:  


“POLICY 1.19.2: Work with BCt to expand existing bus connections to the  water-bus, which operates along the 


Intracoastal Waterway.39   Also referenced is the integration with Strategic Intermodal System, a designation by FDOT 


for critical transportation links of statewide importance and which portend investment of State money for 


improvements.   


 


Next, we know the Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan includes parks and recreation, namely the boat ramp west of the 


FEC Rail bridge (Cooley’s Landing).  The General public using such facility will be constrained in their enjoyment of the 


waterway; arguably the City’s investment in the boat ramp there will be devalued.   


 


Last, (per planning principles), Ft. Lauderdale has arguably a low ratio of industrial land (6%, or 1252 acres)40 for an 


adequate jobs base.  Several annexations in the Marina Mile locale into Ft. Lauderdale since 1989 are noted. 41 


 


Dania Beach Comprehensive Plan  


Dania Beach is home to a significant number of the County’s marine businesses:  


 


The Dania Beach Comprehensive Plan has the following quoted citations promoting the marine industries which are 


contradicted by the All Aboard Florida project and its detrimental marine industry effects [emphases added]:   


 


As noted in Table III, flexibility zones 58, 79, 81, 83 and 84 contain virtually all the vacant land presently occurring within 


the City of Dania Beach. Flex zone 79 represents primarily the employment center base for the City of Dania Beach with 


                                                           
35


 Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan, Coastal Management Element, Volume 1, p. 5-3. 
36


 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Future Land Use Element, p. 2-19.  
37


 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Future Land Use Element, p. 2-20.  
38


 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Coastal Management Element, p. 5-3.  
39


 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Transportation Element, p. 9-29.   
40


 Ft. Lauderdale Future Land Use Element, (Ordinance C-08-18), p. 1-9. 
41


 Ft. Lauderdale Land Use Element, p. 1-7.  Also note that virtually all of the land in project area of concern in located in the AE flood 


zone, meaning that these areas are “… of special flood hazard with base flood elevations determined.”   
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many existing industrial and marine industry related facilities currently existing.  (Future Land Use Element, vacant 


inventory, p. 6).  


 


Because of the growing marine industry within the general Broward County area and the lack of facilities with ready 


access to the Intracoastal and Atlantic Ocean, Dania Beach finds itself as a desirable location for this type of 


development.  (Coastal Management Element, p. 3).  


 


“Policy 1.62 Marine Industrial Uses. The City shall encourage additional Marine Industrial development. In doing so, 


Marine Industrial development shall be planned, designed, and built to be as fully enclosed in buildings as is reasonably 


possible and to minimize adverse secondary impacts of noise, outdoor activities, …  (Future Land Use Element, p. 45) 


 


Industrial Use- The purpose of reserving land for industrial uses is to provide opportunity for the retention and 


expansion of Dania Beach's economic base activities. Although other uses are permitted in areas designated industrial, 


at least eighty (80%) percent of such land area must be devoted to industrial use, such as manufacturing, warehouse 


distribution, research and development, or other substantial employment based activities.    (Future Land Use Element, 


p. 23 )  


 


Section IV. REQUIREMENTS FOR FUTURE LAND USE GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES. The goal of the future land use 


element of the City of Dania Beach will be provision of land uses which will maximize economic benefits for the 


community, be sensitive of the natural environment and minimize any threat to the health, safety and welfare of the 


community and its residents.   (Future Land Use Element, p. 43)  


 


Policy 1.3 Clean, light, industrial development will be encouraged to support the tax base for the community and to 


provide a wide range of employment for residents of the community.  (Future Land Use Element, p. 44).  
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Section 5. Conclusions   
 


The commenting coalition finds the DEIS seriously deficient, and requests the following actions and or mitigation measures:  


5.1. Suspend or Delay a Final EIS 


 


A final EIS must not be issued until the multiple serious flaws and/or additional information, multiple analyses, and more meaningful 


mitigation, as explained throughout this document, is provided and assured.   


 


Moreover, it is unclear what is intended by the FRA with its stated intention (pg. S-5, DEIS) to combine the Final EIS and Record of 


Decision (ROD) for this project- additional explanation is requested. 


5.2. Implement/modify deficient or non-existent bridge rules  


Operation of movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules and Regulations 


published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable Waters”. The New River FECR 


bridge in question is presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is fully automatic utilizing electronic 


sensors and cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and closing operations are controlled utilizing the 


information transmitted from the sensors and cameras at the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at 


New Smyrna Beach.  


 


On page 4-24, the DEIS states that “The bridge is currently kept in the open condition and lowered for freight train 


passage in accordance with USCG Drawbridge Operation Regulations at 33 CFR 111.313(b).” 


    


Comment:  We are unable to find this reference in the Code of Federal Regulations, it appears as incorrect. The correct 


reference for such bridges is Code of Federal Regulations Title 33 Section 117.313 New River, which states:  “(b) The 


draw of the Andrews Avenue bridge, mile 2.3 at Fort Lauderdale, shall open on signal; except that, from 7:30 a.m. to 9 


a.m. and 4:30 p.m. to 6 p.m., Monday through Friday, except Federal holidays, the draw need not open. The draw need 


not open for inbound vessels when the draw of the Florida East Coast Railroad bridge, mile 2.5 at Fort Lauderdale is in 


the closed position for the passage of a train. Public vessels of the United States, tugs with tows, and vessels in distress 


shall be passed at any time.42  The bridge’s operating protocol is to be normally left open to navigation and closed only 


when required by train movements over the bridge. 


 


The mitigation called for in DEIS “Section 7, page 7-3 and in Table 7.2-2 Project Mitigation Measures for Unavoidable 


Impacts – Operational Period,” is inadequate.  It calls for a series of measures promoting coordination with local officials, 


adding a bridge tender, and other steps as follows:   


 


Table 7.2-2 Project Mitigation Measures for Unavoidable Impacts – Operational Period Navigation  


 Manage train schedules to minimize bridge closures 


 Provide marine industry with bridge closure schedules to facilitate planning by 


 boaters 


                                                           
42 SOURCE:  http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-


idx?SID=30c4c31911ca80fbe6dcf9aaa9148271&node=se33.1.117_1313&rgn=div8 
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 Develop a set schedule for the down times of each bridge location. This schedule 


 will include both freight and passenger rail service. 


 Provide that schedule of bridge closures in an internet-accessible format to offer the 


 public with access to that information, including the boating community and marinas. 


 This will be posted on the AAF website and/or the US Coast Guard website. 


 Implement a notification sign/signal at each bridge location with warning count 


 downs to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and open and how 


 long before a train will arrive. 


 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 


 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel 


 travel times on holidays and major public events 


 Install a bridge tender at the New River Bridge 


 


While all of these are positive steps, they fall short of what is really needed.  The US Coast Guard should initiate the 


adoption of an operating rules for the New River FECR Bridge No. 341.26, and the single track bascule bridge No. 


0717-08 leased by the CSX Corporation (CSX Bridge at I-95).   


 


The USCG recently solicited navigation information via a survey, which will help with the investigation of vessel traffic 


characteristics.  In addition to attending one of the USCG’s public information sessions in Ft. Lauderdale, this consulting 


team coordinated nearly 200 responses to the navigational survey to derive detailed information about the size and type 


of vessels transiting the river.  These data can be made available to the FRA and the USCG to inform its requested rule-


writing procedure.   


 


The bridge rules requested for adoption should ensure predictability, staffed full-time tenders at both locations, and 


special events/peak demand rules of operation so that all the mariners (most notably law enforcement, marine 


commerce and recreation) can be forewarned and work with reliable schedules for navigation obstruction.   The rules 


should also consider the peak demand patterns and level of service concept as described above in section 2.4.  Finally, 


the rules should also be synchronized with the other high traffic bridges on the New River so they all work most 


efficiently in concert.   


 


Adopting rules for the bridges should be designed to solve the following problems:   


 


a. Whenever the bridge is down no train, it violates 33 CFR 117.4, which provides for an automated drawbridge to 


be kept open to navigation when not in use by a train.  These so called “ghost train” closures are documented by our 


recent vessel traffic and bridge monitoring surveys.  


 


b.   Since Federal law gives deference to waterway and users because of their limited alternatives, and the multiple 


alternatives available to surface transportation, arguably the waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, 


and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  Any exceedance of this should warrant complaint.  In the recent Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida project issued by the Federal Railroad Administration, 


average bridge closure time is in the range of 19 minutes, and in some hours the bridge is closed more than it is 


open, which points to obstruction according to your rules.  As we speak, we are receiving reports from a daily 


commercial waterway user that the bridge was closed for more than 2.5 hours on December 1, 2014 and after 


calling FEC bridge operations headquarters, local commercial marine operators received no predictable forecast of 


opening.    
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c.  33 CFR 117.55 requires that the bridge owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream of the 


bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.   The current signage provided is 


inadequate.  In addition, additional signage would be prudent to ensure smooth operation.  Especially since the 


bridge is unmanned, signage should be present about where/how to report malfunctions, etc.  As in 33 CFR 117.55 


(c) for advance notice, signs would state the “… the name, address, and telephone number of the person to be 


notified.”  


 


Another important remedy can be accomplished if rule promulgation and an overhead bridge at the FEC crossing 


(discussed below) is constructed.  By taking these mitigation measures, vessel congestion at the FEC bridge bottleneck 


will presumably be relieved to protect against collisions with manatees.  


 


While mitigation measures for the West Indian Manatee are cited in the DEIS beginning on pg. 7-10, these protections 


apply only to construction, which is not proposed for 


the FECR New River bridge.   Because an additional 


threat to manatees will result from the density of vessel 


traffic caused by bridge closures, the DEIS is deficient in 


its mitigation measures.   


 


The DEIS analysis should include consideration of the 


adopted Broward County Manatee Protection Plan, 


especially because of desirable habitat and transit for 


manatees provided by the New River (North and South 


Forks).  


 


Show in the “Telemetry Data” diagram below,43 


manatees favor the north and south forks of the New 


River;  the south fork especially because of proximity to 


the “Lauderdale Power Plant” (as shown on the map) 


which, in its cooling ponds, provides warm water 


especially in cooler months which attracts these 


protected mammals.   


 


In addition, according to scientific data in the Manatee 


Protection Plan, the higher census of manatees occurs 


in the high tourist season (November- March), 44 which 


coincides with prime tourist and boating seasons.  


 


                                                           
43 See Figure 10, pg. 125 of Attachment K to the Manatee Protection Plan.   
44


 See pg. 122 of Attachment K to Manatee Protection Plan – Figure 7, available [online] at   


http://www.broward.org/Manatees/Pages/ManateeProtection.aspx 
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5.3. Alternatives analysis must be expanded to advance the construction of a bridge to mitigate cumulative 


impact  


 


The engineering challenge is to mitigate negative impacts of unreasonable bridge closure. Under the NEPA (EIS) process, 


credible engineering comments filed with the Federal government will elicit responses from the applicant.  Though AAF 


dismissed several options such as tunneling, elevated tracking or separated tracks in its EA, those options and others 


should be advanced again if the project’s impact, together with future Coastal Link impacts, is to be mitigated.   


 


Included in this report are suggested alternates for mid-level movable bridges for combined passenger rail operations 


for AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link and a high level alternate for a fixed and a movable bridge with approach viaducts for 


combined AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link Passenger and commuter rail operations. The suggested alternates have 


examined the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Environmental assessment and found that the proposal for a two track mid-level 


movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC New River Bridge is not feasible within the existing ROW. The width of the 


framing for the existing bridge which is centered on the FEC ROW leaves insufficient room on either side to construct a 


new double track bridge. Our investigation concludes that it is possible to build two separate movable mid-level bridges 


one on each side of the existing bridge. This needs to be evaluated and included in both the AAF DEIS and the 


forthcoming Tri-Rail Coastal Link EA and EIS. 


 


The alternates investigated and recommended by this report are: 


 


 Mid-Level Movable Bridges (21 foot vertical clearance above MHW)  


 Fixed High Level Bridge (which could be 55 foot vertical clearance above MHW, or preferably higher)  


 Fixed High Level Bridge with a movable span permitting tall-masted vessels to pass thru without having to step 


their masts. 


 


5.3.1 Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternate 


A mid –Level movable bridge carrying all proposed AAF passenger rail and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter traffic has the 


capability of reducing the number of openings required for a low level bridge such as the existing FEC New River Bridge. 


The Existing bridge is situated such that the vertical clearance is 4’ at MHW. This permits only rowboats, canoes, kayaks 


and small motor boats to pass without requiring an opening. A mid-level bridge or set of bridges would allow passage of 


vessels having a height of 21 feet or less at MHW to pass without requiring an opening. , and is consistent with the 


nearby downtown moveable road bridges.  The other distinct advantage is that the existing bridge FEC bridge need only 


carry freight operations and could conceivably be left in the open position for longer periods.  
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5.3.2. High Level Fixed Bridge Alternate  


The High level fixed bridge alternate (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW, or higher) would carry all proposed AAF 


passenger rail and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter traffic. This alternate while it would greatly reduce the number of 


required bridge openings however limits passage to only those vessels that require less than high level vertical 


clearance.  Large sailing vessels with tall masts would not be able to pass without stepping their masts; many super 


yachts exceeding 150 feet in length and large superstructures also would be constrained by a 55 vertical clearance.  This 


alternate was included in our evaluation however it is not recommended as many vessels requiring higher air draft  lying 


west of the FEC New River Bridge would no longer be able to pass through this part of the channel without having to 


step their mast or remove parts of the superstructure.  If the process to step the mast were required perhaps only one 


time during the boating season this would not present a major hardship.  However through the study of the large vessels  


berthed at locations west of the existing FEC Bridge which frequently navigate this part of the river to the Intracoastal 


Waterway and the Atlantic Ocean, it is concluded that this is counterproductive to a healthy marine industry. Likewise 


these vessels return to their home berth on a frequent basis. It is for this reason that we do not recommend this 


alternate, however it is included for the sake of discussion and analysis.   
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5.3.3. High Level Fixed Bridge with a Movable Span Alternate 


This alternate is the best alternate that provides the least impact on navigation and would serve FEC’s freight 


operation’s needs on the existing FEC movable bridge and AAF’s and Tri-Rail Coastal Link’s passenger and commuter rail 


needs on the high level movable bridge. While Bridge openings would be required for most vessels at the existing FEC 


bridge the number of closures would be limited only to the freight operations as passenger rail would operate over the 


high level bridge. The number of openings at the high level bridge also are less in number than for the Mid-Level 


movable bridge alternate as the 55 feet of clearance provided in the closed position allows most vessels except the tall 


masted vessels to pass without an opening thereby maximizing use of the bridge in the closed position for rail 


operations. This alternate is therefore considered to be the recommended alternate to accommodate future rail traffic 


and have the least impact on navigation. 
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Page 3-1 Alternatives 


3 Alternatives 


 


The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 


(NEPA) state that the alternatives section is the heart of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (40 CFR § 1502.14). 


Those regulations and accompanying guidance, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental 


Policy Act Regulations (CEQ 1981), require a federal decision‐maker, in this case the Federal Railroad Administration 


(FRA), to: 


 


 Develop and describe the range of alternatives capable of achieving the purpose and need (1505.1(e)), including 
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency and the No‐Action Alternative (1502.14(d)); and 


 Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate these alternatives, and provide reasons why the lead agency 
eliminated certain alternatives from further study (1502.14(a)). 


 


This chapter describes the process through which the Proposed Action (Build) Alternatives and the No‐Action Alternative 


for Phase II of the Orlando‐Miami Passenger Rail Project were identified and evaluated, and provides a detailed 


description of the alternatives evaluated in this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The environmental 


impacts of each of the alternatives that were carried forward from this screening process are evaluated in Chapter 5, 


Environmental Consequences, of this DEIS. 


 


Comment: The DEIS is not in compliance with this directive to include all of the alternatives to achieve the purpose and 


need of the project when significant issues  (proposed freight increase and Tri-Rail Coastal Link passenger operations) 


concerning rail operations and impacts on navigation have not been addressed in the DEIS.  In other words, all prior 


alternatives (such as a tunnel, and mid-level and high-level bridges) should have been analyzed in the DEIS instead of 


being dismissed.  


 


Alt-bridges (2)  


(Page 3-2, DEIS) 3.2 Alternatives Identification and Screening 


This section describes the alternatives that were identified and developed for the Project and the criteria used to 


evaluate each alternative. The analysis also included a preliminary comparison of potential impacts to key 


environmental resources.  Alternatives were identified and screened in an iterative, three level process: 


 Level 1 identified and screened overall routes connecting Orlando with the previously reviewed West Palm 
Beach to Miami service, and identified a preferred route alternative. 


 Level 2 was more fine‐grained and evaluated segment alternatives within the preferred route. 


 Level 3 evaluated alternatives within one segment (the Orlando‐Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA)‐
controlled segment of the East‐West Corridor) of the preferred route. 


 


Figure 3.2‐1 shows the screening process graphically. In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy the 


Project’s purpose, including its feasibility as a private enterprise, AAF developed evaluation criteria, including six critical 


determining factors (Critical Determining Factors) that must be met in order for AAF to be able to proceed with the 


Project. These screening criteria recognize that AAF is a private enterprise that cannot rely on government operating 


subsidies and that does not have the authority to acquire property by eminent domain (condemnation). To be feasible 


as a private enterprise, AAF must be able to: 
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 Provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, 
by extending previously reviewed passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami; 


 Gain access to the lands on which alternatives are proposed through viable acquisitions, leases, licenses, 
permits, or other arrangements that do not preclude the feasibility of the Project as a private enterprise; 


 Deliver a travel time that will meet the ridership targets necessary for a sustainable commercial initiative; 


 Commence construction in the near term in order to control costs; 


 Remain in close proximity to existing or planned transportation corridors in order to limit land acquisitions and 
related impacts; and 


 Limit cost of development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental 
mitigation. 


 


AAF identified the alternatives at each level, and developed and applied screening criteria to determine whether each 


alternative was reasonable and capable of being implemented in accordance with these overall objectives. FRA has 


independently evaluated AAF’s analysis, validated assumptions, and has prepared the following summary of the 


alternatives evaluation process. 


 


Comment:  In order to satisfy the above criteria the full impact of all rail operations must be evaluated in the 


alternatives. The omission of any future rail operations will impact the ability of the alternative selection to satisfy the 


project purpose, it will also affect projected travel times and prohibits the ability to perform a complete evaluation as to 


the necessity of providing additional ROW and infrastructure to support the project.  The projected costs to implement 


the project will not be accurate without the consideration of those costs for future freight and passenger operations by 


AAF and the Tri-Rail Coastal Link. Impacts on the environment and on Navigation in particular will not be accurately 


identified without inclusion of all of the possible future rail operations on the FEC corridor. 


 


5.4. Divert/Rationalize Freight Rail Traffic, including an expanded, multi-modal US 27 Corridor.  


The FRA should require full consideration of all future freight traffic 


on an integrated system throughout Florida, and equalize the 


traffic on rail lines with consideration for urban congestion versus 


rural traffic capacity.  Also referred to as “freight rationalization,” 


and advanced in 2014 by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning 


Council (represented on the Coastal Link Steering Committee) this 


means of analysis should be considered in the context of the 


cumulative impact of future rail traffic on South Florida rail 


corridors.  In addition, consideration of an improved multi-modal 


US 27 corridor (with rail connection to Miami-Dade County) should 


be included in that planning and modeling.    


 


The US 27 Corridor has been evaluated by a series of studies to, in 


part, vastly improvement its capacity to move freight traffic through 


a more integrated state network, including expanded rail.  “The US 


Department of Transportation recently forecasted freight railroad 


demands are expected to increase to 88 %by 2035 from 2002 levels.  
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This forecast stresses the urgent need for adequate investment in rail capacity in the year ahead to meet the anticipated 


growth.”  45  


 


“As a major north-south controlled access roadway with connections throughout Florida and into other states, US 27 


plays an important role in regional mobility and the state economy. The US 27 Corridor under evaluation includes ten 


counties throughout southeast and central Florida. The corridor spans more than 300 miles, beginning at its southern 


terminus in Miami‑Dade County and proceeding through the central part of the state to I‑75 in Marion County.” 46 


 


Looking to central Florida, the “Florida Future Corridors Study”   “. . . will explore alternatives for moving people and 


freight from Southeast Florida through the Heartland to Central Florida and locations to the north. A focus will be the 


potential for increased freight flows from the Southeast Florida 


seaports, connecting to several planned and proposed intermodal 


logistics centers and other freight/distribution sites in the Heartland. 


FDOT is studying the existing U.S. 27 corridor from Miami-Dade to 


Marion Counties. The Central Florida Regional Planning Council is 


leading the Heartland 2060 regional visioning process. These two 


studies will guide decisions about the future of U.S. 27 and other 


corridors in this region.” 47 


 


In addition to these studies, FDOT in 2012 completed the US 27 


Multimodal Planning and Conceptual Engineering (PACE) Study 48 


after the Phase 1 rail feasibility study (March 2010) “… to investigate 


the technical and economic feasibility of developing the US 27 


Corridor to accommodate multimodal options, including rail and 


highway modes.“  49   


 


Conclusions of the study include the feasibility of diverting a 


significant amount of freight from rail to rail, and truck to rail.  Approximately 75 miles of rail would be added to the 


corridor to link South Florida with Central Florida.   


 


“The multimodal traffic alternative rail demand estimates 15-22 trains per day may use the new US 


27 rail corridor. This represents approximately 50-75% of existing rail service on the east coast rail 


corridor. Rail service in the corridor could also result in 175 fewer daily trucks on US 27.”50 


 


Stakeholders interviewed for the study include the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC), and the South Florida Regional 


Planning Council.   The cost estimate for the “Multimodal alternative” is $1.2 B, which includes “… 75 track miles of rail, 


                                                           
45 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 24.   
46


 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 3.     
47 See:    http://www.flfuturecorridors.org/southeast_about.htm 
48


 Florida Department of Transportation, FM Number 428662-1-12-01, December 2012.   
49 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 24.   
50 FDOT US27 PACE Study, Volume 1, pp. 1-3.  
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10 rail bridges, 382 mainline lane miles of roadway (widening and reconstruction), 23 bridges, 20 intersection 


improvements, two (2) interchanges, and three (3) turnarounds.”  51 


 


The US 27 project offers new connectivity to the Glades Communities.  Designated as “Rural Areas of Economic 


Concern” by the State of Florida, this area has expressed support for economic development  opportunities such as  the 


manufacturing, warehousing, distribution center and logistics hub that could become the new economic driver in the 


area. 


 


In addition to substantial expenditure by the State of Florida to analyze the feasibility of the US 27 Corridor connection 


via rail to Miami Dade County through the PACE study, the Palm Beach MPO has endorsed the idea.  The Palm Beach 


MPO Board voted to endorse the 2040 Desires Plan on May 15, 2014 and then voted to adopt the 2040 Long Range 


Transportation Plan on October 16, 2014.  Both of those documents identify a desire to implement rail on the US 27 


corridor between Miami and South Bay.52 


 


The DEIS should require freight rationalization for the State of Florida to accomplish diversion of freight rail traffic away 


from downtown urban cores in SE Florida.  Therefore, the next phase of the US 27 corridor engineering design and 


construction should be completed as soon as possible.  Freight rail traffic on the FEC and CSX lines could therefore be 


minimized so that obstructive bridge closures which are unreasonably obstructive to marine traffic would also be 


minimized.  


 


5.5. Provide an “adjudication matrix” to the public  


As explained in Section 1 of this document, the administration of NEPA for this proposed project has left “something to 


be desired” for public trust in the process, and full consideration of public input.   


 


Through the public, transparent, and participatory process intended by the US Congress through NEPA, we request a full 


vetting of all comments received by the FRA, including disclosure the public as to the responses to each comment 


received.  Referred to as an adjudication matrix by some agencies, this document would provide each comments 


followed by analysis or discussion, validity or agreement/disagreement, and a recommended action.   


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


                                                           
51 FDOT US27 PACE Study, Volume 1, pp. 1-3. 
52  See pages 18-19 of the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, available November 26, 2014 


[online]  http://www.palmbeachmpo.org/2040LRTP/2040_LRTP.pdf .  



http://www.palmbeachmpo.org/2040LRTP/2040_LRTP.pdf
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Appendix A – Review and Comments References 
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to Orlando. 
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http://www.iowadot.gov/recovery/alteration-of-bridges.htm

http://uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg5411/default.asp

http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L04278
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Commitment 2040.  Long Range Transportation Plan,  Broward Metropolitan Planning Organization.   Available [online] 


http://www.browardmpo.org/commitment-2040/plan-development 


 


FECI Documents concerning the proposed Fort Lauderdale Passenger Station to be located adjacent to the FECR corridor 
at NW 2nd Avenue between Broward Boulevard and NW 4th Street.  
 
FECR Track Charts at FECR Bridge No. 341.26 over the New River, Ft. Lauderdale, Florida, FECR Bridge No. 260.93 over 
the St. Lucie River, Stuart Florida and FECR Bridge No. 282.58 over the Loxahatchee River, Jupiter, Florida. 
 
Federal Railroad Administration announcement regarding the preparation of Environmental Impact Statement for the 


All Aboard Florida, Miami-Orlando Passenger Rail Project.  April 15, 2013.  


https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2013/04/15/2013-08745/environmental-impact-statement-for-the-all-aboard-


florida-miami-orlando-passenger-rail-project 


 


Federal Railroad Administration Docket Folder: http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=FRA-2009-0031 


 


Federal Railway Administration Finding of No Significant Impact Dated January 2013 for All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail 
Project from West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida.  
 
Greiner Engineering Paper describing the 1976 Replacement of FECR Bridge No. 341.26 over the New River, Ft. 
Lauderdale, Florida.  
http://www.vhb.com/article.asp?pagename=PR_Sadhaijun27.  EIS assistance from VHB. 


  


Presentation to the 16th Annual Transportation & Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas by James 
Hertwig, President and CEO FECR, August 7, 2013. 
  
Presentation to The Florida Senate, Committee Meeting Expanded Agenda, Commerce and Tourism, Senator Detert, 
Chair and Senator Abruzzo, Vice Chair. October 7, 2013, Rusty Roberts, Vice President – Corporate Development, FECI.  
 
Tri-Rail Coastal Link Project Steering Committee:  http://sfeccstudy.com/docs/PSC%2010sep2013%20v6.pdf.    


 


South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis Study managed by FDOT. See, e.g.,  


http://www.sfeccstudy.com/study-process; http://www.sfeccstudy.com/documents.html; 


 


http://www.sfeccstudy.com/draft_docs/Final%20Detailed%20Definition%20of%20Alternative%20Analysis%20Report.pd


f  


 


Coastal Link Project:  http://www.tri-railcoastallink.com/ , and (from Federal Government NEPA site) http://www.tri-


railcoastallinkstudy.com/  .    


 


2009 South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis Study: Phase 2 Navigable Waterway Analysis and  


Appendix 4: Capital Cost Methodology and Results 


Appendix 5: Operations and Maintenance Cost Methodology and Results 


 


Florida Department of Transportation District Four, US 27 Multimodal Planning and Conceptual Engineering (PACE) 


Study.  Prepared by TYLIN International, Final Report, Volumes 1-3.  FM Number 428662-1-12-01, December 2012.  


 



http://www.browardmpo.org/commitment-2040/plan-development

https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2013/04/15/2013-08745/environmental-impact-statement-for-the-all-aboard-florida-miami-orlando-passenger-rail-project

https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2013/04/15/2013-08745/environmental-impact-statement-for-the-all-aboard-florida-miami-orlando-passenger-rail-project

http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=FRA-2009-0031

http://www.vhb.com/article.asp?pagename=PR_Sadhaijun27

http://sfeccstudy.com/docs/PSC%2010sep2013%20v6.pdf

http://www.sfeccstudy.com/draft_docs/Final%20Detailed%20Definition%20of%20Alternative%20Analysis%20Report.pdf

http://www.sfeccstudy.com/draft_docs/Final%20Detailed%20Definition%20of%20Alternative%20Analysis%20Report.pdf

http://www.tri-railcoastallink.com/

http://www.tri-railcoastallinkstudy.com/

http://www.tri-railcoastallinkstudy.com/
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Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013.  Prepared by CDM Smith.  


48 pages.   


    


South Florida Regional Transportation Planning: SFRTA Moving Our Region Forward.  FY 2014-2023 A Transit 


Development Plan for SFRTA. Final Report, August 2013.  See also 2024 update.   


Technical Memorandum. 


  


Tri Rail Preliminary Project Development Report, April 2014.  Final FM No. 41703132201. Including:  


US Coast Guard Bridge Program, “Reasonable Needs of Navigation White Paper,” October 5, 2012, Version 1.1. 
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APPENDICES 


Appendix A. DEIS Review and Comments by Vincent N. Campisi, PE, Consulting Engineer, LLC  


A separate document is attached.   
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Appendix B. Signors comprising the coalition responding to the DEIS 


The Coalition submitting this DEIS response to the Federal Railroad Administration is comprised of concerned Ft. 


Lauderdale Area Property Owners (including some homeowners associations), Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses.  


We have on file the signature forms that include address, signature, organization, address, e mail and or phone number 


of each of the following signors:  


 


“The undersigned individuals and organizations comprise a coalition of concerned and/or affected Ft. Lauderdale 
area property owners, boaters, or businesses engaged in a wide array of marine activities and industries.   By 
resolution or signature, these parties support the “Objections and Comments to the All Aboard Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation” which are attached hereto.  Each of the parties 
below respectfully requests a response to those objections and comments from the Federal Railroad 
Administration.”  


 


Organization/Affiliation  Name  


Boater Alex Hirst 


Home Owner Alexander Reyes 


Cable marine, Inc. Anthony Laporte 


Marine Servicing Anthony Loyiza 


Masters Marine, Inc. Anthony Pignetti 


Marine Servicing Brandon Stephens 


The Fiberglass Shop Captain Herb Ressing 


Cable Narine, Inc George Cable 


Masters Marine Inc. Christopher Poole 


Marina Employee Clifton Smisky 


Yacht Store Daisy Ortiz Lenit 


Happy Diesel ,Inc. David G. Lenit 


Marina Mile Yachting Center David Hole 


Boater Jordan Fuss 


Marine Servicing David Kesley 


Boater Derrick Collins 


Marine Servicing Earl Heeracal 


Marine Industry Eliesen Salus 


Home Owner Franklin Geiger 


Marine Servicing Frederick Jones 


Lauderdale Isles Civic Improvement Assoc.  Dirk Lowry 


Cable Marine, Inc Gary M. Sturm 


Boater George Cable 


C&S Properties, Inc George Cable 


D.S. Hull/Boat Owners Warehouse, Inc George Cable 


Marine Servicing Jackson Ruiz 


Masters Marine Inc. James Peacock 


Marine Servicing Jesse Simisky 


Citrus Isles Associates John L Dotto 


Home Owner John Whiteker 


Boater Jorge Correa 


Home Owner Justin Bachana 


Boater Justin Roos 
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Home Owner Kasey Collins 


The Fiberglass Shop Charles Smoot 


Home Owner Kathryn Boshell 


Cable Marine, Inc Kenneth Cigalotti 


Home Owner Kevin Berry 


Cable marine, Inc Kevin Szlosek 


Marine Servicing Mark Cirigliano 


Boater Mark Enewkirk 


River Oaks Civic Assoc. Member/Citrus Isles  Mary L. Sessions 


Home Owner Mary Martinez 


Boater Michael J. Ennis 


Masters Marine Inc. Michael Murphy 


Marine Servicing Wayne McElroy 


Universal Marine Center Mega Yacht Michael Y. Aouate 


Home Owner Nicholas Zelinka 


Yacht Style Refinishing Inc. Richard Stephens 


Home Owner Robert Kirchoff 


Marine Servicing Ronald Ruiz 


ROCA Sara L. Dotto 


Marine Servicing Scott School (Painter) 


Westport Yachts  Mark Masciarotte 


BOW World Wide Yacht Supply Steve Baum 


Universal Marine Center  


Marina Bay  John Connor  


Pier 17 Investments 2014, LLC Nathan Cox  


Marine Servicing Thomas P. Borden 
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Appendix C. USCG June 2014 comment letter  
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Planning, Facilitation & Advocacy 
6014 SW Mapp Road, Palm City, FL 34990  USA
jeakaras@gmail.com     772.341.0524    Skype:  james.anaston.karas

                   
 

mailto:jeakaras@gmail.com
tel:772.341.0524
http://linkedin.com/in/jeakaras


From: Joyce Stanley
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: Comments and Recommendations on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation for

 the Proposed All Aboard Florida - Orlando to Miami, Phase II Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project er 14-0618
Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 11:20:32 AM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida Miami - Orlando Passenger Rail Project - ER 14-0618.doc

Hello Mr. Winkle:
 
Please accept these comments for the All Aboard Florida project.  Due to death in the
 family, these comments missed the due date.
 
Thanks for your consideration.
 
Joyce A. Stanley, MPA
Regional Environmental Protection Specialist
US Department of the Interior
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
(404) 331-4524 - Office
(404) 331-1736 - Fax
(404) 852-5414 - Mobile
joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov
http://www.doi.gov/oepc/atlanta.html
 
 

mailto:joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6f443a89df8149c4949d741a40776144-AAF_Comment
mailto:joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov
http://www.doi.gov/oepc/atlanta.html

All Aboard Florida Miami – Orlando Passenger Rail Project – ER 14/0618



[image: image1.emf][image: image2.png]United States Department of the Interior


Office of the Secretary


Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance


Richard B. Russell Federal Building


75 Spring Street, S.W., Suite 1144


Atlanta, Georgia 30303


ER 14/0618

9043.1

December 10, 2014

Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue


SE Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590

Re:
Comments and Recommendations on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Proposed All Aboard Florida – Orlando to Miami, Phase II Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project in Miami Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Marin, St. Lucie, Indian River, Brevard and Orange Counties, Florida

Dear Mr. Winkle:


The United States Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Proposed All Aboard Florida – Orlando to Miami, Phase II Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project in Miami Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Marin, St. Lucie, Indian River, Brevard and Orange Counties, Florida.  The Department offers the following comments for your consideration.


The purpose of the Project is to provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and Miami, Florida, by extending (in Phase II) the previously reviewed Phase I All Aboard Florida LLC (AAF) passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami and by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.   This transportation service would offer an  alternative to automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those corridors (particularly Interstate 95), and encourage connectivity with other modes of transportation such as light rail, commuter rail, and air transportation.


The DEIS evaluates Phase II of the project which includes adding a second track within 128 miles of the existing Florida East Coast Railroad right-of-way between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, constructing a new 40 mile long railroad line parallel to State Road 528 between Cocoa and Orlando International Airport, and constructing a new vehicle maintenance facility south of the airport.  The DEIS evaluates a range of alternatives and evaluates in detail three alignment alternatives.


The DEIS describes three alternatives and describes the affected Section 4(f) resources in the area of potential effect. The AAF and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have not identified a preferred alternative at this time.  

Section 4(f) Comments

The DEIS states that the project would have an adverse effect on two bridges determined to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, the Eau Gallie River Bridge and the St. Sebastian River Bridge. Both bridges would be demolished in order to construct new bridges capable of carrying the proposed passenger trains.  During the construction, two roads within Section 4(f) properties: the Tosohatchee Wildlife Management Area and Jonathan Dickinson State Park would be temporarily affected by construction activities. Also the FRA proposes to excavate material from and adjacent to three man-made ponds within the Tosohatchee Wildlife Management Area, and then to rehabilitate the ponds by creating more natural shoreline, reshaping the ponds and adding littoral shelves.  

The FRA has proposed mitigation in the DEIS for Section 4(f) resources to conduct historic research and prepare Historic American Buildings Survey and Historic American Engineering Record documentation for each bridge prior to its demolition.  However, the FRA has not completed the Section 106 consultation process with the Florida State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) regarding the determination of adverse effect or avoidance, minimization or mitigation measures.

The Department recommends that the FRA continue working with the SHPO to develop a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) which documents the measures agreed upon by the Section 4(f) resource managers, the SHPO, and the FRA to avoid, minimize and mitigate impacts to Section 4(f) resources. Because the MOA has yet to be developed, the Department cannot concur at this time that all possible planning to avoid, minimize or mitigate potential harm to these resources is complete.  


The Department has a continuing interest in working with the FRA to ensure that impacts to resources of concern to the Department are adequately addressed. If you have questions, please contact Anita Barnett at Anita_Barnett@nps.gov.  I can be reached at (404) 331-4524 or via email at joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov.







Sincerely,
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Joyce Stanley 



Regional Environmental Protection Specialist

cc:


Christine Willis – FWS


Anita Barnett – NPS


Gary Lecain – USGS


Chester McGhee – BIA

OEPC - WASH


1

2





From: Ian Devilbiss
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments for AAF
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 10:45:50 AM

attn: Mr John Winkle

I would like to make my two cents on this project. I feel that so many people are complaining about these trains and
 their daily lives, let me make it clear that I support All Aboard Florida and I have a few suggestions though:
1. I would like to see noise walls next to tracks that run behind residential areas
2. Instead of quiet zones, I would like to see AAF study “horn shrouds” that direct the sound of the train horn
 towards the railroad crossing (that’s what SunRail is doing currently)
3. I would recommend automating all the drawbridges completely (i.e. Non tendered, fully automatic), so that when
 a train is approaching and there is no boat traffic present, the bridge can lower until the train passes. If there is boat
 traffic present, the approaching train gets a red block signal until the bridge lowers.
Do take these into consideration!

Thanks,

Ian Devilbiss

mailto:iansdevilbiss@icloud.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Jacqui Thurlow-Lippisch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments for AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:35:30 AM

Dear US Department of Transportation, 

I am writing to state that I am not in favor of the AAF Project and that I believe you should 
find a way 
for the train to avoid the counties of Martin, St Lucie and Indian River. As you have been 
made aware of 
by the public and local governmental outcry, the project does not benefit 
these counties and is actually a cost and a liability especially over our St Lucie River.

I feel it is wrong that the project is basically being stuffed down our throats—we 
are far beyond the times of Henry Flagler when people basically had "no say.”

You are in a position to do the right thing and you can afford to do it—so please do it. Don’t 
come
through our counties. Achieve your goal with an alternative or not at all.   

Thank you. 

Sincerely,
Jacqui
Jacqui Thurlow-Lippisch
Commissioner, Town of Sewall’s Point 
www.sewallspoint.org
www.jacquithurlowlippisch.com
772-486-3818

mailto:jthurlowlippisch@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
http://www.sewallspoint.org/
http://www.jacquithurlowlippisch.com/


From: David B. Kennedy on behalf of govtaffairs
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Comments of the Boat Owners Association of the United States regarding All Aboard Florida Interecity Passenger

 Rail Project DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:24:25 PM
Attachments: BoatU.S. Comments regarding DEIS for All Aboard Floirda Passenger Rail Project.pdf

Please find our comments on the AAF project attached.
 
Regards,
 
David Kennedy
BoatU.S. Government Affairs
703-461-2878 x8363

NOTICE:
If you received this transmission in error, please permanently delete the material. Disclosure
 or use of this message by persons other than the intended recipient is prohibited.

mailto:dkennedy@BOATUS.com
mailto:govtaffairs@BOATUS.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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Comments of the Boat Owners Association of the United States 


Regarding 


Draft Environmental Impact Statement 


All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 


 


 


December 3, 2014 


 


BoatU.S. is the largest organization of recreational boaters in the United States, with more than 


half-a-million active boater members nationwide and over 100,000 in Florida alone.  


Recreational boating is enjoyed by millions of Americans each year, contributing significantly to 


our nation’s economy and quality of life. For the state as a whole, boating provides $10.35 


billion in economic impact and supports over 40,000 permanent jobs. Keeping waterways open 


to the safe flow of vessels is of utmost importance to businesses, jobs and our members. 


 


From our review of the proposed Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the AAF project we 


are concerned that recreational boats will be unreasonably impeded by increased bridge closures 


of the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) bridges across the St. Lucie River in Stuart, the 


Loxahatchee River, Jupiter, and the New River in Fort Lauderdale due to the project. Alternative 


paths already exist for train traffic and freight can be moved by other modes. Boats only have the 


water, necessitating railroad and other bridges pose only a minimal impact on vessel traffic. 


 


The waterways surrounding these three proposed crossings already have significant recreational 


boating traffic. With over 100,000 registered boats
1
 in the area of these bridges, boating is an 


integral part of the local economy and lifestyle. 


 


With the potential growth in rail traffic due to the forecast of increased post-panamax ship 


freight in addition to the proposed All Aboard Florida passenger rail service, BoatU.S. is 


                                                             
1 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida, July 2014 
 







 


 


concerned that the number and duration of bridge closings will increase to a point where 


navigation of these waterways will be severely limited. The operations for all of these bridges 


must provide for safe, consistent passage of recreational boats. They should also recognize the 


particular needs of recreational boats under tow in non-emergency situations. 


 


The New River Bridge is of particular concern with studies as far back as 2009 showing it was 


closed for six hours a day due to rail traffic. The waterway itself is constrained with a total width 


of less than 150’ and tidal currents that can reach speeds of up to 4.5 knots. A normal passage 


with an open bridge through this area can be a challenge for many. With the potential of 


extended waits for the rail bridge to open, the risk to boaters, as well as surrounding public and 


private infrastructure and property could increase significantly.  


 


Extended closing of the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River bridges could also be challenging for 


recreational boats. With only a 4’ to 7’ clearance in the closed position, these bridges effectively 


close the waterways to almost all vessel traffic when down. Recent cameras installed at the 


bridge on the St. Lucie River indicate that in a 53-day period, 12,784 boats crossed under the 


bridge; an average of 243 per day needed bridge openings – almost double the number (157) than 


claimed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The operating regulations for these two 


bridges must ensure this vessel traffic can continue to use the waterway unimpeded.  


 


As noted in the Truman-Hobbs Act, 33 CFR 116.01, “All bridges are obstructions to navigation 


and are tolerated only as long as they serve the needs of land transportation while allowing for 


the reasonable needs of navigation.”  We strongly urge the Federal Rail Road Administration to 


work closely with the U.S. Coast Guard to thoughtfully consider the needs and limitations of 


vessel traffic around the FERC bridges and act to minimize the bridges’ impact on recreational 


boats. 


 


Thank you for your consideration of our views. Please let us know if we can provide additional 


information on this or any other recreational boating matters.  







From: George Bryant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments of The Moorings of Vero Property Owners" Association, Inc. as to the AAF Draft Environmental Impact

 Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:36:03 AM
Attachments: AAF.pdf

Dear Sirs:

I attach the comments of The Moorings of Vero Property Owners' Association, Inc. as to the AAF Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement.  Please acknowledge your receipt hereof.  Thank you.

mailto:georgembryant@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment















From: Henry Copeland
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov; Henry Copeland
Subject: Comments on AAF draft EIS in opposition to any Federal funding or credit support for applicant AAF
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 9:09:49 PM
Attachments: AAF Comment 11-9-14.pdf

Sirs:

Please see the attached Pdf file with my letter opposing Federal loans or credit support for applicant All Aboard
 Florida. I apologize for the length and redundancy (I drafted the letter in a couple of sessions and opted to send it
 without further editing), but at least it's not the vast length of the draft AAF EIS!

Do not hesitate to contact me if you require additional information or if I should also direct these comments to
 other recipients.

I am also mailing a hard copy of the attached comments.

Thank your for your attention to this matter.

Regards,

Henry Copeland
Jensen Beach, Martin County, Florida

attachment

mailto:copeland29@bellsouth.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
mailto:copeland29@bellsouth.net
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Henry C. Copeland
1479 NE 23rd Terrace


Jensen Beach, Martin County, FL 34957


November 9, 2014


By Electronic Mail and First Class Mail
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31
Washington, D.C. 20590


RE: Comments on AAF draft EIS in opposition to any Federal funding or credit support to
applicant All Aboard Florida (AAF)


Dear Sir:


At the outset let me state that I am adamantly opposed to AAF’s proposed use of FEC tracks
running along the Treasure Coast coastline and through our communities (the proposed 128.5
mile “N-S Corridor”). I heartily concur with extensive criticisms citing multiple adverse impacts
to our communities, traffic flow, public safety, and marine traffic and access/egress to inland
waterways.


On a less general and more personal note, AAF will immediately adversely impact my quality of
life because it runs through my small town of Jensen Beach and will, along with increased
freight traffic, pass (noisily) within earshot immediately to the East of my residential community
of 400 homes, Leilani Heights.


IF AAF’s proponents can argue any (tenuous) financial merit it is only because they have created
a mixed-use project combining real estate development and passenger rail elements, while
acknowledging though maintaining separate the impacts of additional freight operations.


Of course, if we were to unbundle the project, you would find that the existing market for
financing meritorious real estate projects already exists and there is no need for either Federally
funded or guaranteed loans OR for alternative tax-exempt financing (which I understand
precludes the borrower’s use of depreciation tax shields on the related financed project cash
flows, thus significantly adversely impacting after-tax cash flow).


Also, if we unbundle and separate real estate aspects from the underlying railroad aspects, I think
any objective appraisal would conclude that forecast passenger ridership of 3.5 million is
unsupported and unsustainable, and related revenue is likewise overstated. These economic
factors do not justify any extension of credit or credit support (especially since FEC has
apparently reserved “incidental” benefits of increased freight operations to itself by holding same
outside the scope of AAF). Will FEC pay significant participating license fees to AAF for use of
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the added track to haul added freight? Does FEC expect a windfall gain without compensating us
for the adverse impacts or the Federal government for credit support for that windfall?


In short, if the mixed use project makes sense, its real estate component could be separately
financed wholly in the private market (without enhancement or support). Stripping the real estate
away, AAF proponents have disingenuously separated for their own benefit the not insignificant
benefits of increased freight operations, leaving the weakest part of the project (passenger
operations) as the bare thread justifying the whole thing. They’ve taken the “candy” and left us
the “wrapper” (i.e., trash) and they want Federal loans to pay for it.


In the context of the draft EIS, it cites jobs creation and regional economic benefits that simply
will not exist or have any lasting positive impact along the N-S Corridor. In fact, to the contrary,
our area will suffer material negative economic impacts because of the adverse effects on
property values (who wants more trains disrupting their lives?) and our significant marine
industries. Has the draft EIS even attempted a credible study of these adverse impacts? What
Federal subsidy do we affected residents derive as compensation for these losses?


As above, the draft EIS cites a transportation benefit insofar as AAF provides alternatives to
private automobiles and improves transportation efficiency. Certainly NOT along the N-S
Corridor! Our route comprises the bulk of the length of the AAF route, but our private auto usage
will increase just to drive to find access to AAF. This cannot be mitigated by citing a terminus
within the N-S Corridor because we simply are already fully developed along the FEC tracks and
the existing infrastructure and topography cannot efficiently accommodate any station(s) on the
Treasure Coast without their own significant interruptions.


So while proponents in South Florida (i.e., West Palm Beach and points South) may see
economic and transportation benefits, the region surrounding the N-S Corridor will not. We will
be negatively impacted, and preferred alternative economic and transportation development will
be crowded-out by the smothering presence of AAF. Has the draft EIS even considered how our
regional economic and transportation development will be stunted? No – the draft simply
concludes “No effect” for the No-Action Alternative.


Lastly, there’s always an alternative, though in this case it may not be FEC’s or AAF’s. We have
local and regional (multi-county) transportation and other cooperative planning initiatives. To
suggest that absent AAF we will not generate our own economic and transportation development
planning with attendant benefits is staggeringly disingenuous.


For your information, in August 2014 the Business Development Board of Martin County 1


hosted the Martin County Economic Summit. Speaker Andrew Corty, Publisher of Florida Trend
magazine, noted that an annual influx of 250,000 new Floridians for the next 12 years will shift
Florida’s population center further away from South Florida. The ramifications may indeed
support not only intercity passenger rail service, but the eventual addition of associated


1 I am a former member of the Board of Directors of the MC BDB, although this Comment is
submitted only on my own behalf and not on behalf of the BDB.
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commuter lines, as well. While AAF may be the first private entity to offer itself to take this step,
it is not necessarily the best or only alternative to take.


All this new population will trend inland, away from the coastal FEC tracks. The draft EIS
implies that the No-Action Alternative means no passenger rail development for Florida, and this
seems far from the likely truth. Your final EIS must consider the significant adverse impacts of
proceeding with the poorly-located AAF proposal when it is abundantly clear that sound
planning suggests the issue has a greater importance with better alternatives to serve the “new
Florida.” That’s why organizations like the MC BDB host economic summits and engage the
community in thinking about the future.


As you have doubtless learned about Martin County, we are uniquely and adamantly concerned
with protecting our environment and our unmatched high quality of life. AAF trespasses on these
interests of ours and forestalls better planning and better economic development which will
doubtless unfold.


The weaknesses of the entire AAF project are so many and so obvious that the final EIS
can only be described as a fraudulent sham if it fails to conclude that the project’s
negatives vastly outweigh benefits that are more readily available through alternative, less
intrusive and less damaging development and transportation projects.


I suppose you face the nuance that South Floridians would like the economic development of
train stations in existing dense urban areas like West Palm Beach and Lauderdale, while we
along the N-S Corridor see no such benefit. I suggest that a future inland passenger rail line,
perhaps along or in conjunction with the existing CSX tracks, can also be designed to provide
similar economic and transportation benefits to South Florida (albeit at a somewhat later date)
PLUS significant benefits to points North WITHOUT the huge negative impacts to our coastal
communities.


The formal Economics literature refers to the “tree-cutting” paradigm wherein the timing issue of
economic projects is considered. When is the best time to harvest the crop – to proceed with the
project? While an imperfect analogy, in the case at hand, it is premature to lock Florida into an
obsolete passenger rail system running along the N-S Corridor that will do more damage than
good to an area that will be hosting considerable future growth. We are still struggling to figure
out how best to deal with growth issues – we insist on that right of self-determination – and
development of AAF now is an externality that threatens to “derail” efforts we have been
undertaking since passage of Florida’s Growth Management Act decades ago. A decision that
values the immediate interests of South Florida over those areas that represent Florida’s future is
a hasty decision – especially when better alternatives exist that can provide value to everyone.


Additional considerations regarding adverse planning and financial/economic impacts of the
AAF proposal:


At the recent AAF draft EIS open house at the Kane Center in Stuart, Florida, I submitted a
handwritten comment arguing that the AAF proposal advances a very poor plan for intercity
passenger rail connectivity whose impact will be to chill or kill better timely planning for a rail
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system to carry “the new Florida” into the future. This is itself a significant negative impact that
you should consider. In my years of experience in corporate planning, once a plan is chosen
further work on alternative plans is usually abandoned or put on the back burner for use only
when and if the chosen plan falls flat. That is exactly what will happen with AAF.


Second, in the same vein, by proceeding with AAF, the financial prospects of a future, vastly
superior alternative dim or are extinguished because the delay in advance planning (noted above)
will always result in significant expense added to any alternative that might later be dusted-off in
the future (when AAF fails or proves unsuitably located). Likewise, should AAF continue as a
meager passenger line, any diminution or splitting of the “pie” of the passenger service market
will reduce revenue prospects for an alternative line and likely drag down the financial prospects
needed to launch and finance that preferred alternative. There are significant opportunity costs
involved with AAF.


In short, using Mr. Flagler’s old coastal line will disserve a new Florida whose population
centers are moving North and inland from the coast and South. Since AAF track is virtually
surrounded by development we won’t be able to add trunk lines for commuter connectivity (like
Metro-North meeting with Amtrak lines in Stamford, Connecticut, for example). AAF builds
upon a bad inter-city passenger rail planning foundation that is located poorly and gridlocked so
that future connectivity will be virtually impossible. AAF passenger service will be suboptimal
and obsolete from the moment it commences operation, and this will only worsen as Florida’s
population grows to new inland population centers.


The costs of bad planning and financial downsides are potentially staggering and are obvious
adverse impacts that should be noted in the final EIS. AAF will not only significantly negatively
impact those of us who proudly call the Treasure Coast home and who enjoy our marine and
coastal communities, it will continue to harm those future generations of Floridians who move
here to inland communities that will be ill-served by and isolated from a coastal passenger rail
line they can’t even access without undue inconvenience, cost and time (even if you somehow
find a place to locate a station on the Treasure Coast coastline).


Oh, by the way, if Floridians cannot afford to build a new inland passenger line from scratch,
why can’t we build one around the existing CSX tracks? That model could accommodate future
planning, population centers and maybe eventual commuter spur lines. Michelangelo sculpted
The David, a masterpiece, from a used and discarded block of marble. CSX may not be
discarded, but it could well serve as a preferred foundation for an intercity passenger rail service
for the “new” Florida. Let that be where we look. To proceed with AAF in the wrong (coastal)
location would be akin to Michelangelo using a substandard and small piece of used marble to
create an odd Garden Gnome instead of the better used marble that resulted in The David. Let’s
not make the very big mistake that is AAF. The AAF proposal does not merit Federal or state
support because it dis-serves vast areas through which it would run and it will crowd-out vastly
superior rail transportation alternatives. Your EIS should not only NOT support AAF, it should
offer harsh criticism and recommend rejection of any Federal financial assistance.2


2 It is not unlikely that sometime in the remaining 2 years of the present (Obama) Administration
your agency will be meeting with representatives from Florida to revisit major transportation
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I would be happy to discuss this matter with you further should you have any questions.


Sincerely,


/s/ HCC


Henry Copeland, Esq.


P.S. After the recent open house at the Kane Center (see reference above) I started sharing my
thoughts with other residents and leaders opposed to the many adverse impacts AAF would bring
to Martin County and the Treasure Coast. Here, without full attribution, are a couple strands of
the emails I have shared previously. The material is redundant, but may suggest that the ideas are
gaining some traction here:


[From a Martin County Commissioner]:
Henry, this needs to go to John Winkle (john.winkle@dot.gov); Transportation Industry Analyst Federal


Railroad Administration. He is working on the EIS.


[Excerpt from my email to an officer of the Guardians of Martin County, a non-profit
organization whose purpose is to educate Martin County residents about environmental issues
impacting our quality of life]:


On the subject of AAF and my [previously spoken] comment about adverse impacts on a better alternative future
mass transit route should AAF proceed, let me clarify a bit (in case I was not clear):


I think that many agree that a coastal passenger rail line is very suboptimal for a host of reasons. If we look at the
demographics of this and project significant population gains throughout Florida in future years (though I do not
welcome or encourage this absent first getting our hydrology and water quality problems in order), then it goes
without saying that such growth must press inland, since our coastal areas are already so developed. Accordingly, if
we now proceed with coastal passenger rail interconnectivity it follows that AAF track location will only disadvantage
our future population growth (which will remain much more isolated in interior areas than would be the case if a future
transit system were to be instead located nearer to the new growth areas.) I suspect that somewhere in the literature
about transportation infrastructure planning and development there must already exist some material on how to best
site passenger rail lines in an area of growing population --- it would be nice to get our hands on this (if it exists).


With this as backdrop, here are my observations:


1. If AAF proceeds it is far less likely that state or (any) county officials, including planning groups like our multi-
county MPO, will start long-range planning for better, alternative passenger rail lines. So we won't plan for rights of
way and land acquisition, and related development planning, that would facilitate a future preferred rail line. We will
be doomed to a poor planning model, and (future) leaders won't even see this until many, many years in the future
when effective planning will be all the more expensive and convoluted. So, an adverse EIS impact is the
significant negative impact on future transportation infrastructure planning effectiveness. Building AAF as
an inter-city passenger rail transportation model for "old Florida" is not going to be consistent with building
an inter-city transportation model for the "new Florida" that may be to come (hopefully after I'm gone)!


infrastructure projects that will take the heat off our deteriorating roadways. I’d rather see you
working with us to build passenger service around the existing CSX tracks than wasting time and
resources on the suboptimal AAF proposal now on the table.
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2. Even if AAF goes forward and has continuing underperforming passenger ridership (not just in terms of passenger
numbers, but also in terms of weak financial performance), as a former corporate financial planner and analyst, this
suggests to me that any future plans for a new and improved passenger line will be significantly adversely impacted
because that line would have to share the ridership "pie" with AAF, thereby dragging down prospective ridership and
attendant financial performance. Who will want to finance a future rail line in a better location if its market share is
weakened by another line already running through coastal regions? This may create a situation where AAF crowds-
out future development of a better line because that line would need the whole "pie" to sustain itself.So, an adverse
EIS impact is the significant negative impact on the financial viability of otherwise superior future
transportation infrastructure planning.


I hope that you will take these observations and develop them further. We won't be the only ones "paying the price"
for AAF in terms of its quality of life wreckage. Future generations - even our new residents - will also pay the price of
moving to a state whose passenger rail service was antiquated from the outset. We no longer live in the age of Mr.
Flagler.







From: byhi20@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on AAF Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:04:08 AM
Attachments: EIS+Comment+Form.pdf

See attached PDF for comments.

mailto:byhi20@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment









		Name: R B HIRES

		Address: 117 REGATTA DR.JUPITER FL 33477

		email: 

		Comments 1: [1]  The Federal Government should not make a loan to this risky

		Comments 2: venture; this private company should obtain private funds.

		Comments 3: AFF has also applied to use PAB’s (tax exempt bonds). 

		Comments 4: Either form of financing will negatively impact taxpayers.

		Comments 5: [2] Safety/Emergency Response.  Jupiter Medical Center is on the public 

		Comments 6: record stating the safety & health hazards posed by the delayed time it would take for 

		Comments 7: emergency vehicles to reach the hospital.

		Comments 8: [3]  Concern for integrity of bridges built in 1925, now old and rusty.  Why has 

		Comments 9: there been no engineering study to see if they can mechanically and structurally 

		Comments 10: handle going up down over 50 times per day?  

		Comments 11: [4]  More trains will mean less time for the bridges to open.  The bridges over 

		Comments 12: the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie rivers could be down 9 out of 12 hours during 

		Comments 13: the day.  This hurts our marine industry, our mariners, and real estate values.   

		Comments 14: 

		Comments 15: 

		Comments 16: 

		Comments 17: 







From: Jeff Greenough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on AAF Project (also sent to Mr. John Winkle at FRA via mail)
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 5:02:19 PM

October 31, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington, DC 20950
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Project because it will reduce my quality of life.  This
 letter outlines my primary reasons. 

--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->In my opinion, the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS)
 provides a biased view of the potential effects of this project on my surroundings.  Had the study
 been commissioned by other than the leaders of AAF, I believe that the impacts would have been
 more representative of reality and required more thorough mitigation plans.

--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->I believe that the ridership estimates for paying passengers is
 overstated for train traffic between South Florida and Orlando, Florida.  There are currently more
 economical and effective means of transportation between these two areas that can be used and
 they will become more competitive if the project is completed.  Therefore, the revenue projections
 are suspect.  That being the case, I ask that no Federal Funds be loaned or supplied in any form
 to this project because I do not want taxpayers to be put in a position of subsidizing this project in
 the future.

--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->There is a railway bridge in Stuart, Florida that must be raised
 in order to allow east-west boat traffic along the St. Lucie River.  Additional train traffic
 (passenger as well as freight) means that the boat traffic will be stopped for longer periods of
 time.  This is injurious to our commercial and recreational interests .  AAF’s plan is to let this 100
 year old bridge remain single tracked thereby creating the need for train staging areas.  Staging
 trains to the north and south of this river on multiple tracks slightly mitigates the impact
 somewhat, but causes problems with additional noise in the staging areas.  It means to me that
 the staging areas are like mini railway yards with constant commotion, activity, and noise.  The
 northern staging area is near population and the southern is near wildlife.  AAF’s solution does
 not mitigate the impacts

--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->I live in Stuart, Florida.  We have a nice, quaint downtown
 area.  The AAF tracks run directly through one of the busiest areas of this downtown area called
 Confusion Corner.  Confusion Corner is aptly named due to the intersection of multiple roads in
 the downtown area and the resultant confusion it presents to drivers and pedestrians.  Adding
 trains (passenger and freight) will add significantly to this confusion especially when our
 population swells during the winter season.  This will make the downtown area less enjoyable to
 visit and could threaten the viability of businesses struggling to be profitable.  AAF should take its
 plan and move it west toward the center of Florida where tracks already exist and the population
 density is far less.  They are not planning passenger stations along the route from West Palm
 Beach to Orlando, so they would not be losing passengers using a western route.

--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The AAF tracks pass through some very densely populated
 areas as well as some wildlife protected areas in Martin County.  The corridors are not contained
 for the most part.  The speed of the AAF trains is proposed to approach 110 mph and this means
 that wildlife in the corridor and pedestrians crossing the corridor will have much higher levels of
 risk of injury than presented by freight trains travelling at 60 mph.  The AAF plan does  not
 completely mitigate this risk with complete containment.

mailto:jeff.greenough@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Currently, I hear the freight trains passing within about 2 miles
 of my house at all times of the day and night.  The horns blare and the machinery creates a
 rumbling noise.  Thirty-two passenger trains daily travelling at speeds up to 110 mph will
 undoubtedly increase the sound levels because the primary source of train noise is speed
 dependent.  Directional horns may help mitigate some of the noise to my ears, but what about the
 noises emanated by the machinery?  Noise and vibration technologies are not being employed
 effectively in my opinion.

--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->AAF’s tracks run north and south in my area.  This effectively
 stops east and west vehicle and pedestrian travel when the trains are present.  A bigger issue is
 that emergency personnel are prevented from traveling east and west when the trains are
 present.  Emergency personnel will tell you that very often that ‘seconds count’ in most
 emergency situations.  Additional passenger (and freight) trains will logically impede their
 progress in reaching hospitals, fires, and other incidents.  Fast passenger trains can reduce
 crossing down times, but trains from staging areas that follow in each other’s footsteps will lead to
 increased delays at crossings.  AAF’s plan to schedule trains from staging areas will lead to
 increased delays at crossings.  This is not a solution that we should have to accept.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Jeff Greenough
3710 SE Bowsprit Ct.
Stuart, Florida



From: John Schumann Jr.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments on AAF
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 5:09:14 PM

As a lifetime resident of Vero Beach I am greatly concerned about the detrimental effects ASF would
 have on this city and county and the other areas of Florida through which the numerous high speed
 trains would pass.

This city is divided geographically by the railroad tracks and the multiple daily traffic interruptions would
 be  a great inconvenience, as well as a potential danger.  These detriments would be multiplied by all the
 towns through which the trains would pass as well as the rural intersections.  
 
The additional noise pollution created by the trains would be a huge annoyance to those living and
 working within sound of the trains.  Then there is the hinderance to traffic on the inland waterways.

It is my hope and request that the AAF proposal not be approved.

Sincerely,
John J Schumann Jr.

8225 5th St. SW
Vero Beach, FL 32968

mailto:jjsauto@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: TERRI - Heritage
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All Aboard FL
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 2:48:52 PM

                                                                                                                                                                                                               
 1688 Pontiac Cir N
                                                                                                                                                                                                               
 Melbourne, FL  32935
                                                                                                                                                                                                               
 October 13, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Sir,
I know of no one in our densely populated area that wants the noise, inconvenience of hundreds of passes through,
 tremendous safety issues, cost (don’t tell me there is none), hassles of stopping traffic, huge reduction in property
 values, and more that we can’t even think of until it happens – such as freight starting to come down these tracks.
Upgrade the existing track in the center of the state – this will remedy all the problems.  There is no reason, none,  not to
 do it this way.    Thank you,  T. Fullerton

mailto:heritagesigns@earthlink.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Jerry Skerven
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jerry Skerven; sharrie skerven
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida high speed train
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:34:19 PM

I vehemently oppose this project because:
1.  It will impede emergency vehicles trying to get to area hospitals.
2.  It will severely impede local traffic and cause large traffic backups.
3.  The traffic backups will negatively affect local business and tourist attractions.
4.  The noise and confusion caused by the trains will negatively affect our quality of life.
5.  Traffic backups will result in many hours of idling vehicles.  Idling vehicles waste energy, increase CO2
Levels and increase Global Warming.
6.  The trains will negatively affect regular train traffic that supplies the area with needed products.
7.  The proposed AAF trains will cause our waterways to be closed to ingress and egress many times a day which
 will negatively affect marine businesses and quality of life.
8.  Running that many trains through a densely populated area will result in fatalities when car/train crashes occur.
9.  The AAF trains will add to noise pollution which is uncontrollable and  will decrease our quality of life.

As no stops will be made in Treasure Coast cities, the train tracks should be erected in the median of the Florida
 Turnpike.  This is a more direct route from South Florida to Orlando.  This route solves all the above issues.

Your response to my input is requested.

Sincerely,  Gerald R. Skerven
                   Jensen Beach, FL, 34957

Sent from my iPhone
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From: John G. Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:51:38 AM

To:          John Winkle
                Federal Railroad Administration
                1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. Room W28-311
                Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
These are my comments regarding the environmental impact report on the All Aboard Florida
 Miami-Orlando rail project.
 

1.       The report does not adequately address the impacts of this project on Florida’s Martin, St.
 Lucie, Indian  River and South Brevard counties. 

a.       A supplemental study should be required.
2.       Specifically as to Indian River County

a.       The report should carefully evaluate the impacts on vehicular traffic that will (and
 now normally does) cross the railroad for all hours – not just a small selected period.
  This railroad is totally integrated into the communities here and many of the
 services for and activities of people living here.

b.      The report should address the City of Sebastian.
c.        The report should carefully evaluate the impacts on neighboring properties.  { This

 is not just a matter of property rights- people have settled in and populated these
 areas along the coast.  They have rights as well.

d.      Flood plain mitigation.
3.       Alternative routings for a Miami-Orlando rail line should be considered.   Since the high-

speed trains will make no stops along a vast portion of the route, there is really no reason to
 route them through existing populated areas – which it will not be serving anyway. This
 should be studied and considered.     

4.       More cynical people may think that this project is a Trojan horse to expand commercial
 freight traffic to and from South Florida with its growing ports.  If this is true, of course it
 would mean more and different impacts as well.  This should be studied too.    

 
 
Very truly yours,
 
 
John G. Evans
Dill & Evans, PL
1565 US Highway 1
Sebastian FL 32958
Tel: 772-589-1522
Fax: 772-589-5212
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From: AmyEWright@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: amyewright@comcast.net
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:36:15 AM

November 5, 2014- updated Dec 2, 2014
 
TO: The Federal Railroad Board
 
FROM: PROPERTY OWNER AMY E WRIGHT- 423 ROUSE ROAD, FORT PIERCE,
 FL 34946
 
RE: Comments on Environmental Impact Statement for ALL ABORD FLORIDA
 
I am against ALL ABOARD FLORIDA as I see significant environmental impacts to all
 of the small cities and neighborhoods along the FEC tracks if this project moves
 forward.
 
It is surprising that in the FONSI document the words “Fort Pierce”, St. Lucie Village”,
 “Vero Beach” and “Stuart” do not appear even one time. I didn’t check for all the
 other cities like Sebastian, Wabasso, and Melbourne…but I bet they are not there
 either. One might think they don’t exist- but they are in fact some of the areas with
 the GREATEST environmental impacts. I can’t even imagine what downtown Stuart
 will be like if this goes through. I attended the meeting in Vero Beach and was told
 that the purpose of the meeting was to decide whether there was a significant
 environmental impact to our area…that said one wonders why if this si true- why
 were meetings held in Miami, etc 0 areas that already have been found to have no
 significant impact. I believe I was misinformed by people from the Railroad Board at
 the meeting. I reiterate here my primary concerns:
St. Lucie Village. I live in St. Lucie Village. Homes existed in this riverfront community
 before the FEC railroad tracks. There are plans to have not one additional track but
 two additional tracks for a total of three the entire length of the village. Even better
 the two new tracks will be in the area to the west of the existing track and
 immediately adjacent to Old Dixie Highway- it appears that there will be 6 feet
 between the edge of the western most track and the existing roadway.   I spoke with
 an expert on crossings at theh meeting. He indiatced that from center of track to
 center of track ehre must be 14.5 feet and minimally 7.5 feet to the side of a track to
 allow for car “sway”. Doing the simple math there needs to be minimally 36 feet of
 existing right of way from the center of the existing track. There are areas in the
 village where it is veryunlikley that there would be any significant distant between a
 moving train car and the edge of Old Dixie Highway. The plan puts a train traveling
 up to 98 miles per hour according to your documents running within 6 feet of
 cars, bikes and pedestrians traveling on Old Dixie Highway. Old Dixie Hwy has a
 speed limit of 35 miles per hour through most of the Village and north of Rouse Road
 goes to 50 miles per hour. With a 6 foot space from the track there will be no place
 for a car to pull off the road to stop while the trains go by- so traffic wishing to cross
 the tracks to our homes will have to stop on Old Dixie and we will be as close as 6
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 feet to the train while it barrels by us. Is that safe?   Perhaps the route needs to be
 carefully re-surveyed.  Old Dixie Highway itself has no more than 12 inches between
 the edge of the asphalt and the white line marking the traveling lanes (e.g. no bike
 lane, shoulder etc.). Children waiting for the bus will now have to stay on the west
 side of Old Dixie and if a train is going by the buses will get caught in the traffic.
 Would you want your child standing near a train traveling 98 mph? How can we have
 trains operating at high speed with no setback? We can’t build anything within 6 feet
 of a property line in the village- let alone a train track. Will all the fiber optic and other
 buried cables be moved to the western side of Old Dixie? Who will pay for that?
 Currently there appear to be at least four different buried cables in this area. And just
 a bit further north of the village is Florida Atlantic University with hundreds of people
 arriving at work and classes each day…one can expect long delays as trains jockey
 around on three separate tracks.
PROBABLE USE OF THE THIRD TRACK- If one considers what the likely use of the
 third track is, one can guess that it will be to sideline the freight trains (perhaps even
 stopping them)- (this was confirmed at the meeting by the same expert on
 crossings/tracks) which would of course totally block ingress and egress to our
 homes for residents, emergency vehicles, mail delivery, trash trucks etc….I have
 waited many a time for the crawling (or parked) freight train to move from the railroad
 crossing and with the poorly conceived project called All Aboard Florida I can
 imagine this will be MUCH MORE OFTEN because there will be three times the
 number of trains! I sure hope that neither my 84 year old mother nor I need EMS for
 anything after this disaster happens.
Quiet Zones- The Village runs for about 3 miles- it has 8 RR crossings- if the train is
 moving at 98 miles per hour (taken from map) it would take less than 2 minutes to go
 through the Village and it would come to a crossing every 15 seconds. Sounds pretty
 fast….we won’t even notice them – gone in the blink of an eye.   The only issue is
 that the trains would have to blow their horns the entire way through the Village-
 WHOOOO WHOOO WHOOO…how nice… especially for the homes that are right
 next to the tracks. The solution?- QUIET ZONES- impenetrable barriers that come
 down and block traffic – no horn blowing necessary. The issue with these new “quiet
 and impenetrable” crossings is that every time one of the “maintenance trucks” is
 near the crossing (within a few blocks) the bars will come down and block movement
 through the crossing. This happens a lot- probably more often than an actual train
 coming through – but worse yet are those times when the crossing simply closes- for
 no reason, no train, no maintenance worker- just a closed crossing- which can go on
 for half an hour or more. It did it two times within the last two weeks- one time it was
 down for at least an hour. With the current set up you can get out of your car– look
 up and down- see that there is not a train or a truck – and drive around the barrier
 (probably not legal, but then blocking the road is also illegal). With the QUIET
 ZONES we will be stuck- even if there is NOT a train- just a broken system or
 maintenance workers somewhere up the tracks. The maintenance people are there
 multiple times per week- and with three tracks they will be three times as often – so
 even when trains are nowhere nearby- the crossings may be closed and no one can
 either enter or leave the neighborhood and traffic will be stopped on Old Dixie
 Highway. Even with just a few trains per hour- total downtime at any crossing will be
 substantially longer. But no one seems to have thought about this- maybe they don’t
 live near a railroad crossing- and have to deal on a daily basis with track



 maintenance and “ghost trains” that close the crossings.
RIDERSHIP- The ridership report seems like someone’s pipe dream and one
 wonders how they can be serious. It is filled with assumptions that they even say are
 assumptions with limited if any real data to support them. They do not take into
 account the added cost of transportation around the “destination cities”. Will there be
 a giant upturn in Taxi service in Cocoa Beach- found out at the meeting there is not a
 stop in Cocoa- and who are these hundreds of thousands to millions of people who
 want to go there- and why? Maybe Ron Jon’s will see an upswing. Similar comments
 for West Palm…what are you going to do in WPB- go shopping, clubbing? Maybe the
 Kennedy’s will take the train… I guess once you are at the station you can rent a car
 or take a taxi- or better yet use the bus system (LOL). Maybe the connections in
 South Florida (Miami, Lauderdale) will be used- but it is not clear who really wants to
 take the train north and if there is this huge need why don’t they use the existing
 AMTRAK services? It is FASTER than the proposed new train I found out at the
 meeting that the new train is actually faster. No need to destroy all of the
 communities north of Palm Beach for nothing…or could it be for more freight?
PORTS- So the funny thing is that all of the places that this passenger train is going
 to travel to– all have ports- Port of Miami, Port Everglades, Port of West Palm Beach
 and Port Canaveral – could the real reason we need this be so that they can haul
 more freight? Between ports….and on to other places? Or is there going to be a
 sudden surge of people wanting to take cruises….and if so, why don’t they just fly
 into the city where their ship departs?
There is an old saying…If it doesn’t sound right or make sense then it’s probably isn’t
 true. Nothing about All Aboard Florida sounds right – nothing about it makes sense-
 all this expense and impact to the communities along the eastern Florida coast but
 nothing that shows any real concrete benefit to anyone– except some real estate
 deals making the owners rich and some jobs building and maintaining it- and of
 course the taxi driver jobs for all those people who get left at the station with no way
 to get anywhere else. I am totally against any kind of Federal loan because I can see
 no way that this boondoggle will make money- tax payers will be left holding the
 empty bag that once held 1.6 billion dollars. If they can get private dollars to back
 this with absolutely no government involvement (no bonds) - then fund it that way-
 but unfortunately for All Aboard Florida it doesn’t appear that the deep pockets of the
 private sector are “on board” -they can see the same flaws that are obvious to
 everyone else.
I ask that this letter be incorporated into the public comment section of the documents
 on environmental impact of All Aboard Florida. There are serious environmental
 impacts to the communities along the track of All Aboard Florida- none of which are
 mentioned in your reports because they don’t address the communities along the
 central eastern Florida coast. We will have added noise, vibration, safety issues,
 reduced access to our homes and emergency services, traffic backups and delays
 and costs of maintaining these “improved” crossings. There are issues regarding
 boating and navigation in the Stuart Area. This is not a project that should move
 forward.
 
My suggestion: if this is about passengers going between South Florida and Orlando-
 (and not about more freight on FEC) then put the new tracks on the CSX right of way
 to the west and compete with Amtrak….or just do the South Florida bit of it and stop



 there.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy E. Wright
423 Rouse Road
Fort Pierce, Fl 34946
 



From: Robert Bubello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 4:59:15 PM

I presently live on North Hutchinson Island in St Lucie county.

I have been following the progress on the attempt to bring high speed rail through the Treasure Cost.  I
 see this being proposed without adequate consideration for the residents of the treasure coast.  Across
 the country living adjacent to a busy rail service is not considered desirable. 

In our case, being next to the rails has not been a huge burden, but is still an inconvenience and more
 than a little dangerous with the large number of on grade crossings in fairly remote areas.  The level of
 increased traffic being proposed will increase the inconvenience to an unbearable level.  From a few
 trains spaced fairly widely during the day to a possible 32 passenger and a large increase in the number
 and length of freight trains, the danger will increase dramatically.  The on-grade crossings and the
 unprotected rail side in remote areas will be immensely dangerous to both travelers and to local people
 including children and domestic animals.  

Many of the areas in question have rails in very close proximity to houses and businesses.  The
 frequency of these trains and their inherent disruption to daily life will encourage people to take a chance
 at crossings which are not adequately protected.  The constant vibrations from all of these trains will
 cause damage to structures and to infra-structures in all areas.  The environmental damage to this very
 fragile area is not being addressed adequately.

The loss of local business hours due to the number and duration of gate closings will cost millions of
 dollars each and every year.  Many businesses in this area of the state are already surviving with very
 small profit margins.  The road traffic situation will result in delays at crossings of two to three times the
 actual length of time the crossing is closed.  Shutting down downtown areas and the resulting traffic
 congestion and delay will multiply the loss to business in almost the entire treasure coast corridor.  We
 cannot afford this; as the economy improves we must do what is necessary to make the treasure coast a
 more desirable place to live, both for young and old.

The information being provided by DEIS does not address the safety aspects and the environmental
 impact in a way that brings comfort to those who will be most heavily impacted.  The environmental
 impact has not been addressed to the satisfaction of anyone with any knowledge of the area.  The reality
 of the impending situation is being glossed over by DEIS.  Our tolerance for trusting has been stretched
 way too far by our State and Federal government lately.  If DEIS cannot answer and address all of the
 questions before approval we must not let this go forward.

After all of the above, maybe we should consider the advantages to the Treasure Coast.  Oh, gee, there
 are none.  There is not even a hint of the possibility that it would make it easier for any of us to get to
 Mimi or Orlando, and that is for the very few who would want to go to Mimi.

AAF is an effort to provide a passenger rail service between two regions of Florida which will have a very
 limited number of travelers and with a zero chance of ever making any money.  There is not a single
 passenger service in the US [maybe the world] which is self supporting---why should we believe that
 there is any reason that we should reduce our quality of life and provide public monetary support for this
 endeavor?

Revise the plan toward the use of the existing rail lines to the west of our area and you will probably turn
 the tide of public opinion your way.
-- 
Best Regards,

     Robert Bubello
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From: Harriet Jackson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida"s Train
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 10:35:56 AM

Dear Sirs;
There are many reasons we are opposed to the train, including traffic delays, 
boat traffic delays, and the riverfront being inundated with trains.
Has anyone thought of the delay causing someone to die in an ambulance
while waiting to get to the hospital?
You will absolutely spoil the ambiance of Stuart Downtown if this train goes through.
Shame on you!  We have spent a lot of tax dollars making Stuart a pleasant and fun 
place to have supper and shop.  These trains will ruin that ambiance and make
 getting
to Stuart Downtown a nightmare.
Sincerely,
Tax Payers
Jerome and Harriet Jackson
Palm City, FL
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From: Monique Miller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:55:31 PM
Attachments: AAF Safety Article.pdf

Three-Part Investigative Article on AAF.pdf
AAF Funding Mechanisms.pdf

Dear Mr. Winkle;
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) for All
 Aboard Florida (AAF)’s project.  I have spent the last several months researching AAF’s high-speed
 rail plans and understanding the impacts it will have on my community, Brevard and Indian River
 Counties. I’ve written extensively on the subject, and my articles have been published by several
 central Florida news outlets, including  Vero Beach Press Journal, Space Coast Daily, Eye on Brevard
 and Stuart News.  These articles do a good job of explaining my concerns, so I have attached those
 that are relevant to this email as part of my comments.
 
I have also invested a great deal of time in reading the DEIS. My conclusions about AAF’s impact are
 significantly different from those in the DEIS, and these differences have led me to voice my
 concerns with you today. Though there are impacts from many aspects of the project that concern
 me, I have chosen to focus my comments on three of them:
 

1.       Safety – Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), AAF’s parent company, owns and manages the
 corridor AAF is proposing to use. Unfortunately, the corridor is one of the deadliest in the
 country. The primary reason it is such a dangerous corridor is its proximity to large
 population centers. Please find attached an article I wrote on AAF safety, which outlines my
 concerns in detail. The article was published last month in Stuart News.
 

2.       Financial  - Because AAF does not stop in either Brevard or Indian River Counties, the
 project does not provide any direct benefits to my community. Not only does it not benefit
 my community, it will have enormous cost impacts on local governments along the FEC rail
 corridor, including mine.  I explore this further in my attached three-part investigative
 article on AAF.
 
The local taxpayers in my community have been hit with two devastating challenges in the
 past five years:  1.  The Indian River Lagoon, a National Estuary, which is the backbone of the
 local economy, has been stricken by a series of problems, leading to the death of its grasses
 and many of its creatures;  2. The Space Coast has suffered the loss of much of its namesake
 industry, due to changes in federal priorities for NASA and its programs. Unfortunately,
 these problems hit us in the middle of an economic downturn, magnifying their impacts.
 Our county and city governments do not have the resources they need to address these
 critical issues. To add anything more to our plates now would be unconscionable.
 
The costs AAF’s high-speed trains will have on our communities is far from clear. The only
 thing we know for certain is that we don’t know exactly what will be needed and who will be
 responsible for paying for it. Significant upgrades to grade crossings, the implementation of
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AAF: The Safety of High Speed Rail in Populated Areas 


For months, we have discussed the many impacts AAF will have on our communities. There has been a 
tendency to focus on how those impacts translate into costs, but we seem to have overlooked the human 
costs.  


The environmental impact study (EIS), which was paid for by AAF, was submitted to the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) as part of AAF’s application for a $1.75 Billion federally subsidized loan. The study, 
released last month, concludes, “The Project would not appreciably affect public health, safety and 
security in the rail corridor.”  
 
A brief analysis of the facts contradicts the EIS conclusions on several fronts: 
 
1. Over the past 15 years (1999 – 2013), there have been 221 fatalities along the FEC corridor from 


Miami to Cocoa. It is one of the deadliest corridors in the country. Under AAF’s plan, the number of 
trains will increase by over 300%, and the speed of the trains will double and even triple, relative to 
freight operations.  


 
Technologies can be implemented to mitigate some of the increased risk. AAF is required by law to 
use Positive Train Control (PTC) technology by 2015. Unfortunately, PTC is designed to avoid 
accidents caused by human error, and, according to CityLab.com’s Eric Jaffe, only 35% of all rail 
accidents are caused by human error. What is AAF doing to mitigate the remaining 65%? 
 
About 75 percent, 171 deaths, occurred on the right of way, outside of at-grade crossings, and 
involve trespassers. AAF offers nothing to address this problem. Setting aside the increased speed, 
we can conclude that the number of trespasser deaths could increase by the same percentage as the 
number of trains using the corridor. This could result in an additional 340 deaths along the FEC 
corridor in AAF’s first 15 years of operation.  
 


2. FRA has strenuous requirements for grade crossing and safety equipment for trains traveling 111 
mph, but the same is not true for trains traveling 110 mph. For example, trains going 111 mph must 
implement barriers at crossings that are capable of stopping vehicle impact and track intrusion, as 
well as electronic warning systems.  For trains traveling 110 mph, the FRA simply recommends “the 
most sophisticated warning or traffic control devices that fit the location”, which does not have specific 
requirements. 
 
The EIS is basing its safety impact study on the promise that AAF will make safety improvements, but 
no details are offered to explain what will be done, and, whether they will fully comply with FRA the 
On-Site Engineering Field Reports. In addition, the power to regulate safety is nebulous. It appears 
the sole authority to impose requirements is FDOT, and they have not made public their 
requirements.  
 


3. AAF will be sharing the rail corridor with its parent company’s freight operations. Mixed use tracks 
present additional challenges. US Sugar recently built a 100 million gallon ethanol production facility 
in Clewiston, and the Florida taxpayers just agreed to pay $30 million to upgrade its privately owned 
railroad, South Central Florida Express, which connects with FEC in Fort Pierce for distribution of its 
products.  


 
Will FEC be equipped to transport ethanol, which is more explosive than oil, through the middle of 
significant population centers? How comfortable should we be with this arrangement when AAF has 
presented no detailed safety plan? How will FEC ensure its freight trains can safely dodge AAF’s 110 
mph passenger trains?  
 
The EIS did not assess the consequences of a derailment, either by a high-speed train or a freight 
train full of ethanol or tar. 
 







According to Brian Gilleran, FRA Grade Crossing Safety Engineer, “As train speeds increase, any 
condition that could result in train derailment becomes of greater concern. Any number of unforeseen 
events, such as motor vehicle brake failure, slick road surfaces, motorist errors, or other factors may 
result in a vehicle going through a lowered gate just prior to train arrival. At higher train speeds, the 
derailment potential is increased for a train collision with an errant motor vehicle on the crossing.” 


 
AAF has not adequately explained its safety improvement plans, and the EIS has done an inadequate 
job, drawing conclusions about safety in the total absence of any specifics or substantiation. AAF has 
made no commitment to implement specific mitigation equipment and technologies, and because of the 
110 mph speed, there appears to be no single agency responsible for holding AAF legally accountable for 
its safety choices.  
 
Nonetheless, Florida’s precious coastal communities will have to live with the consequences. 
 
Comments about the EIS for AAF’s project are due December 3rd, 2014.  
 
By email:  
Mr. John Winkle  
AAF_comments@vhb.com.  
 
By mail:  
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration  
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 








Published in Space Coast Daily on June 20, 2014 
http://spacecoastdaily.com/2014/06/your-opinion-monique-miller-on-all-aboard-florida/ 
 
Part 1: Hedge Fund Railroad: The Truth about ‘All Aboard Florida’ 
By Monique Miller   
 
In 2007, Fortress Investment Group, a multinational, financial investment firm, which, as of December 2013, has over 
$61 billion in assets under management, purchased two Florida-based companies: Flagler and Florida East Coast 
Railway. Flagler is largely a holding company for real estate, which includes a railroad corridor that runs along Florida’s 
east coast, from Miami to Jacksonville. Florida East Coast Railway operates rail service, transporting freight between 
the Port of Miami, Port Everglades and Jacksonville. 
 
From these and other investments, Fortress now owns a massive shipping, infrastructure and rail conglomerate called 
Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), LLC. Among the companies under this umbrella is All Aboard Florida, which is 
FECI’s only consumer business.  
 
All Aboard Florida is a high-speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami that is scheduled to begin 
operating in 2015. Initially, the service was going to offer many stops along the way, but as the company’s plans 
crystalized, many along the rail corridor have learned that the train would merely be going through, rather than to, their 
area. 
 
FECI owns the rail lines and rights of way along the proposed route for the new passenger service. Flagler acquired the 
land for the rail corridor in the late 1800s and, as Florida’s coastal communities developed, they local governments were 
granted the right to build and maintain road crossings to traverse the corridor’s train tracks. Today, this arrangement is 
still in place, so, provided their projects meets building code and land-use requirements, it’s perfectly within FECI’s right 
to expand and upgrade its rail service. However, as the launch of the passenger service approaches, Flagler’s old 
arrangement is causing new problems.  
 
County and city taxpayers are responsible for upgrades and maintenance to the rail crossings. When the regional 
planning groups approved this project, they understood that passenger trains would be stopping in their area, bring 
tourists and providing a valuable service to their residents. Then, FECI disclosed that the trains would only be stopping 
in Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando. The cities and counties in between were left with large, 
ongoing costs and no benefits. 
 
Despite growing anger and frustration in areas that will not benefit from the 32 high-speed trains going by each day, 
there is little recourse available, if the facts about FECI and Flagler’s legacy arrangement are true. Or is there? 
 
All Aboard Florida makes a point of describing itself as a “private company”, perhaps as a means of preempting 
challenges to its property rights. However, a private company, whose projects are not privately funded, is not the same 
thing and does not enjoy the same privacy rights as a private company.  
 
As it turns out, despite FECI’s enormous wealth, the vast majority of their projects and those that their projects depend 
on to be successful are highly subsidized by federal, state and local government taxpayers. For example, 
 


- It’s hard to have a successful passenger rail service without a train station. The passenger line’s terminus in 
Orlando will be entirely paid for by Florida taxpayers to the tune of $230 million.1 
 


- According to Progressive Railroading, In November 2013, the U.S. Department of Transportation awarded a 
$14 million Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER V) grant to FDOT to cover a 
portion of the project for FECI.2 
 


- Because the railroad needs to connect to other public transportation to be useful to consumers, FECI’s value is 
dependent on its ability to link to South Florida Rapid Transit Authority (SFRTA) lines at South Florida stops. 
Fortunately, the taxpayers spared FECI from having to make that investment as well by committing $600 – 800 
million of their own money to expand SFRTA and connect the two lines.3 
 


- In an attempt to offset some of the costs to local governments along the rail corridor for the rail crossing 
upgrades, the Florida legislature allocated $10 million in the 2014 – 2015 budget. Now all Floridians are helping 
to pay for rail service most cannot use. Unfortunately, the upgrade estimates for just one county, Broward, are 
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over $13 million, so the small appropriation from Tallahassee is not going to have much of an impact on the 
cost for Broward and the other five counties involved.4 
 


- All About Florida, as its own entity, a limited liability corporation (LLC), has applied for a federally subsidized 
Railroad Rehabilitation & Improvement Financing (RRIF) loan for about $1.5 billion in taxpayer money. These 
loans do not require the barrower to provide collateral.5    


 
 
Part 2: Was it ever about passenger rail? Connecting the dots … and the ports 
By Monique Miller 
 
The Florida Chamber Foundation recently published an update to their 2010 study called “Made for Trade: Florida 
Trade and Logistics 2.0”. The original study asked Florida’s Governor, Legislature and business community to address 
an opportunity presented by the widening of the Panama Canal. The updated report offers specific goals and priorities 
for Florida’s infrastructure and transport supply chains. 
 
FECI was one of the sponsors of the Chamber’s report, and it did not mention anything about the need to increase 
passenger rail in Florida. So why would a huge, multinational investment firm suddenly be so interested in creating 
passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando? After all, consumer travel services are a notable departure from 
FECI’s primary business.   
 
It is worth pointing out that compared to the alternatives, FECI would have a much easier time selling the local 
governments along their rail corridor on the idea of passenger service as a reason to upgrade the tracks and 
infrastructure. After all, the promise of FECI trains bringing hordes of tourists to coastal towns would be irresistible to 
even the most cautious elected official. In reality, however, passenger rail has been notoriously unprofitable in modern 
times. People simply don’t take trains in a country that is built for cars when just about everyone owns at least one car. 
 
Suspicious of FECI’s claims about the viability of another passenger train, Florida NOT All Aboard, a Martin County-
based group that is against the project, asked for the feasibility study conducted by FECI. Despite the efforts of many, 
no one has been able to gain access to the study. This, again, raises suspicion that FECI has ulterior motives.  
 
Another way to gauge FECI’s intensions is to look at where it is spending its money, in the context of its current 
operating environment. There are a number of infrastructure projects happening in south Florida right now:  
 


1. To make way for larger boats coming through the Panama Canal to dock in the Port of Miami, there is a 
massive dredging project underway. Florida taxpayers are contributing at least half of the $220 million project, 
while Miami-Dade is footing the rest of the bill.6 
 


2. In order to bring freight rail service right to the Port of Miami, two projects were needed:  
 


a. The FEC/Port of Miami project, which extends the rail lines, will be funded with a $22.8 million 
Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation; $10.9 million from FDOT; $10.9 million from FEC; and $4.8 million from the port. 7 
 


b. A $1 billion tunnel is needed to allow the trains to get across to the Port of Miami. Who paid? Florida 
taxpayers did, and will be doing for many years to come. The State of Florida paid for half of the design 
and construction costs while Miami-Dade and the City of Miami are paying the other half. Additionally, 
instead of collecting tolls, which would align the costs with those using the tunnel, the State of Florida 
decided to use statewide funds to pay a foreign company that was hired to operate and maintain the 
tunnel over the next 30 years. 8  


  
3. According to a Broward County News Release in October 2013, Port Everglades will soon be more accessible 


by rail, too, “[Costs for the Port Everglades Intermodal Container Transfer Facility (ICTF)] will be covered by an 
$18 million intermodal system grant from the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT); $5 million equity 
contribution from FECI; $30 million loan that FECI has applied for through a state infrastructure bank; and $19.8 
million in land value that the port is contributing through a "nominal" lease rate.” 9 
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Perhaps not coincidentally, the only company that provides intermodal freight rail service to those ports is FECI. Their 
website boasts of their ability to ship anywhere within the continental US from Port Everglades within four days. Given 
their monopoly position at the two ports, one wonders why taxpayers are expending their precious resources to build 
this infrastructure instead of the multi-billion-dollar corporation that stands to benefit so substantially from it. 
 


Part 3: The Quietest Bill Passage of the Legislative Session: HB 7175 


Toward the end of the last legislative session in Tallahassee, HB 7175 was passed. Most people have not heard 
anything about this impressive, 128-page “Transportation Bill”. Perhaps, trains, planes and automobiles are not the 
most exciting topics, but, due to the rarity of its occurrence, bipartisanship usually gets attention. This Bill was not only 
bipartisan, it was unopposed. Not a single legislator in either house voted against it. 
 
A unanimous vote on a 128-page bill? It must be good, right? Well, it depends who is asking.  
 
Some of the language in the Bill’s summary looked similar to a report by the Florida Chamber, referenced in the 
previous segment of this article (Made for Trade: Florida Trade and Logistics 2.0). Upon closer inspection, it is clear that 
the Chamber’s report, which was, in-part, sponsored by FECI, significantly influenced the contents of HB 7175. 
 
First, it’s important to understand the businesses that comprise FECI. According to their website, they have the following 
affiliate companies:  


· Flagler, a full-service commercial real estate company 
· All Aboard Florida – privately owned, operated and maintained intercity passenger rail 
· South Florida Logistics Services –offers a wide range of logistics services and solutions 
· Parallel Infrastructure – a leader in third-party Right of Way (ROW) management services  


 
A quick visit to Parallel Infrastructure’s website offered more detailed information about third-party Right of Way 
management services, and there were very obvious “parallels” with the broad subjects covered in HB 7175.  
 


Products + Services Offered by FECI Section of HB 7175 


Real Estate Portfolio (property adjacent to right 
of way) 


Modifies the terms and conditions under which DOT 
may sell or lease properties acquired for rights of 
way that are not needed 


Right of Way Management Revises the way DOT can acquire properties for use 
in rights of way 


Outdoor Advertising Revises provisions related to outdoor advertising 


Wireless Communications Allows DOT to factor future revenues from leases 
from wireless communications facilities and use 
those revenues to invest in additional transportation 
infrastructure projects 


Transportation (Rail) Projects Relaxes reporting requirements for transportation 
projects 


Transportation Infrastructure Revises mitigation system for environmental impact 
of infrastructure projects 


Revises the use of DOT assets to generate revenue 
streams, which can be reinvested in infrastructure 
projects 
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It is concerning that the same agency, FL DOT, which has the right to confiscate property, under eminent domain, now 
also has the right to use that property to generate new revenues for the State of Florida. And those revenues are to be 
used for additional transportation projects, including the confiscation of additional property. Assuming FL DOT’s primary 
objective is to serve the interests of Florida’s citizens, this situation presents a conflict of interest. 
 
There were two other significant components to HB 7175. It creates a strategic airport initiative, which allows the DOT to 
provide up to 100% of the cost of airport projects needed by Enterprise Florida or Space Florida. It also requires the 
DOT to consult with “Enterprise Florida” before making and approving economic development transportation project 
contracts. Enterprise Florida was one of the main contributors to the Florida Chamber’s transportation report, and the 
strategic airport initiative was a direct recommendation in the report.  
 
Weren’t elected officials supposed to be looking out for the best interests of Floridians up in Tallahassee? It appears the 
citizens need to hire a lobbyist away from the Chamber of Commerce. These public-private ventures are costing the 
people a fortune, but a few, handpicked companies are making out nicely.  
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They Just Need $500 Million More…Will You Help? 


Are you confused about All Aboard Florida’s plans? Information about their high-speed passenger rail 
service from Orlando to Miami has been coming in at a furious pace.  Here’s a brief overview to help you 
understand where things stand and how you can submit your opinion to the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA).  


All Aboard Florida (AAF)’s application to the FRA required an Environmental Impact Study (EIS). As Rich 
Campbell pointed out in a recent TCPalm editorial, the EIS was developed using data that was largely 
provided by AAF, and AAF paid a vendor to create the study. Unfortunately, AAF has been unwilling to 
release the economic feasibility study that serves as the basis for their investment in this project. Select 
economic figures were included in an addendum to the EIS.  
 
The draft EIS was released in September, and the public has until December 3 to submit comments 
about it to the FRA. Each week over the next five weeks, I’ll dig into a different area of impact covered by 
the 520-page EIS to understand how the Space and Treasure Coasts will be affected. The subjects will 
include: safety, the environment, infrastructure, alternatives and the community. 
 
It is not clear which government subsidized funding mechanism AAF will use to get the nearly $2 billion in 
capital it needs to upgrade its parent company’s rail infrastructure and build new track from Cocoa to 
Orlando. After the public comment period on the EIS has ended, the FRA will make a decision about 
AAF’s request for up to $1.875 Billion in federal loans at a significant discount from market rate. The 
value of that discount amounts to more than $3 billion in benefit to AAF over the life of the loan. 
 
This week, AAF announced it has also applied for an alternate financing option from the USDOT Federal 
Highway Administration (FHA) through Enterprise Florida. This program allows private companies 
investing in desired infrastructure to issue tax-free Private Activity Bonds (PABs). According to the 
program’s website the value of the subsidy is 25 – 30% of the value of the bonds sold. If AAF uses this 
mechanism to meet all of its capital needs, it would represent a taxpayer subsidy of $420 - 500 million.  
 
As of April 2014, AAF’s parent company, Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) had a junk-level credit 
rating from Moody’s (Caa1), which could make their PABs a tough sell on Wall Street.  
 
The FHA program requires that the PABs be requested by government bodies, such as the counties 
where the capital will be spent. AAF believes it will get enough from five counties, where its project has 
the most support: Miami-Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Orange and Brevard. There is a limit to the amount 
of PABs each county can request. Tuesday, the Brevard Board of County Commissioners will vote on 
whether it will increase that limit to accommodate AAF and Enterprise Florida’s request.  
 
FECI owns rail, real estate and intermodal companies. AAF will leverage the right of way and other assets 
of its affiliate companies. As such, the list of taxpayer-funded projects that benefitted FECI, which is the 
exclusive rail provider at all of Florida’s southeastern ports, should also be noted.   
 
Port Everglades Intermodal Upgrades 


Intermodal SIS Grant – FDOT $18 Million 
Florida Infrastructure Bank Loan – FDOT $30 Million 
Land Provided to FECI by the Port $19.8 Million 
Total $67.8 Million 


 
Port of Miami Intermodal Upgrades 


Federal TIGER Grant for FECI $22.8 Million 
FDOT Contribution for Intermodal Upgrades $10.9 Million 
Port of Miami Investment in Intermodal Upgrades $4.8 Million 
FDOT + Port of Miami Dredging Investment $220 Million 
Tunnel Provides Direct Truck Access to FECI Rail $1 Billion 
FDOT Grant for Hialeah Rail Yard Access $2.5 Million 







Port of Miami Siding Ext.+ Rail Bridge Construct $25.6 Million 
Total $1.286.6 


 
Port of Palm Beach Intermodal Upgrades 


Port - Bowden Intermodal Yard Improvements $7.2 Million 
Federal Tiger Grant for FEC to CSX Connection  $14.4 Million 
FDOT - Additional Rail Corridor (FEC to CSX) $26.5 Million 
Total $48.1 Million 


 
All Aboard Florida Infrastructure Upgrades to Date 


Federal TIGER V Grant for Planning $14 Million 
FDOT Quiet Zones for South Florida Counties $10 Million 
Train Station at Orlando Airport (Terminus) $220 Million 
Total $244 Million 


 
If AAF is allowed to move forward with the project, taxpayers in each county along AAF’s route will also 
be responsible for millions of dollars in costs to accommodate the expanded rail infrastructure and 
conversion to high speed trains. These costs include upgrades of grade crossings, increased crossing 
maintenance, quiet zones and specialty safety equipment for emergency responders. 
 
Next week’s article will review the EIS assessment AAF’s project on our communities’ safety. 
 
Comments on AAF’s project are due December 3rd, 2014.  
 
By email:  
Mr. John Winkle  
AAF_comments@vhb.com.  
 
By mail:  
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration  
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590. 







 quiet zones, destruction and/or construction of bridges and other infrastructure, emergency
 responder equipment and training, integration with traffic management systems, and the
 ongoing increased costs of maintaining all of these things are just a handful of the expenses
 we’ve identified to date. Our community is not in a position to take these on. While AAF has
 offered to pay some of the costs, they have not specified any details about what will be
 included in “their share”.
 
AAF’s success is dependent upon the success of the communities along its tracks. This is a
 challenging time for Brevard and Indian River Counties, and neither county can afford to
 contribute our precious few resources to a project that does not benefit either county.
 Placing this additional, financial burden on our counties at this difficult time would be
 irresponsible, and it would set AAF up for failure. AAF needs the counties to be its partners
 in this project, if it is to be successful. Today, they do not have that partnership in my
 community.
 

3.       Transparency – There is no way to reach any conclusions about the financial impact of
 AAF’s project when a key, foundational document, the Ridership and Revenue Study, has
 not been disclosed. In its place was a summary of that Study. None of the conclusions drawn
 from this summary can be validated unless the source Study is disclosed, in full. Ridership
 numbers are the basis for many areas of analysis in the DEIS. As such, I cannot accept the
 DEIS conclusions unless or until the complete Ridership and Revenue Study is made
 available to the public.
 
AAF and its parent company, FECI, have requested numerous grants and subsidies (tax-
exempt bonds and low-interest loans). Many of these are listed in my attached article about
 AAF’s funding. AAF has already received at least one TIGER grant, which was awarded during
 the planning stages of the project. While AAF touts that it is a private company doing private
 business, the second they asked for my (a taxpayer’s) financial assistance, the situation
 changed. If they want to use public money and/or benefits for their private project, then the
 public has a right to all relevant information about that project. If AAF does not want to
 share details about its Ridership and Revenue Study, AAF can fund its project the way most
 private companies do: Issuing bonds, finding private investors, or borrowing money at
 market rate.  

 
For these reasons, I respectfully ask that you reject all Railroad Rehabilitation & Improvement
 Financing (RRIF) loans requested by AAF. Additionally, I ask that you not approve any other funding
 mechanisms in your purview, related to AAF’s high-speed rail project.
 
Regards,
 
Monique Miller
Melbourne Beach, Florida



From: Duncan C. Smith III
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: info@ussuperyacht.com Kitty McGowan; Kristina Hebert; John Mann
Subject: Comments on DEIS for Phase II of the All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:19:40 PM
Attachments: USSA - AAF - Comments on FRA DEIS (2).pdf

ATT00001.htm

Please find attached the comments of the U.S. Superyacht Association on the DEIS for 
Phase II of the All Aboard Florida.  Please acknowledge receipt and let me know if 
you have any questions.  Thank you.

Duncan Smith
Smith Advocacy Group LLC
400 Massachusetts Ave., NW, #1304
Washington, DC 20001-6818
www.smithadvocacygroup.com
dsmith@smithadvocacygroup.com
202-431-2255

mailto:dsmith@smithadvocacygroup.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:info@ussuperyacht.com
mailto:kristina.hebert@wardsmarine.com
mailto:jmann@bluewaterweb.com
http://www.smithadvocacygroup.com/
mailto:dsmith@smithadvocacygroup.com
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Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311 


Washington, DC 20590 


 


Dear Mr. Winkle: 


 


On behalf of the U.S. Superyacht Association, I write today to provide comments of the 


Association on the Federal Railroad Administrations recently released Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement on the All Aboard Florida rail project 


(https://www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672).   


 


As we understand it, you are seeking comments from the public on the impact of the 


proposed All Aboard Florida operations.  We are concerned directly regarding the 


opening and closure schedules of the bridges that cross three of the region’s rivers, all of 


which are heavily used regularly by vessel owners and businesses.  The three waterways 


affected are the New River in downtown Fort Lauderdale; the Loxahatchee River in 


Jupiter; and the St. Lucie River, Okeechobee Waterway, in Stuart. 


 


By way of background, the U.S. Superyacht Association (USSA) is a trade association 


representing hundreds of business and thousands of individuals supporting the unique 


needs of the large yacht segment of the marine industry.  This support equates to 


thousands of jobs and tremendous economic impact on our economy.  These jobs relate 


to all the activities that support boating lifestyles from family cruising and fishing to 


yachts as well as the skilled positions that produce the goods and services that sustain 


those activities.   


 


Specifically, a large percentage of the USSA represent these jobs and economic activities 


drive the economic output in the South Florida region, principally in the tri-county area 


comprised of Broward, Dade, and Palm Beach counties.  The marine industry is the 


backbone of the South Florida economy and, further, the recreational marine industry is a 


significant sector of Florida’s economy.  In particular, 75% of South Florida’s 


recreational vessel repair facilities are upstream from the bridges used by rail.   


 


A recent economic impact study confirmed that the manufacturing, wholesale trade, 


retailing, dockage, and service sectors comprising this industry increasingly are 


economically significant particularly as Florida’s resident and tourist population 


increased.  The size of the recreational marine industry is matched by the depth and 


diversity of its businesses and supporting jobs.  There is a reason why South Florida is 


called the yachting capital of the world.  In fact it is the gateway of the superyacht 


industry in the United States.  More yachts enter the United States through the affected  
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waterways than anywhere in the United States.  The marine industry is the backbone of 


the South Florida economy as well as the yacht service work in the United States.   


 


Needless to say changes in bridge closures from current practice will directly affect the 


users of the waterways by making the channels under each bridge less available for vessel 


traffic.  Recently the representatives flatly said they could not operate the proposed train 


schedule with the current bridge closure schedule.  In essence the new operational 


schedule of the All Aboard Florida train will change the bridge operations by increasing 


the number of closures of the bridges and, consequently, the increased of the number of 


closures will result in a decrease in the time that a bridge will be open for this important 


industry.   


 


Thus, the USSA is concerned that the waterways on which our membership and their 


customers rely will be less available to the detriment of this vital and growing industry.  


In addition, the Association is concerned that additional closures may result in bridge 


malfunctions that would result in extended closures and business disruption.  Finally, 


train schedule or operational disruptions may further make changes to the planned 


closures in an unpredictable manner.  These factors can only be detrimental to the 


economics of our industry. 


 


With this as background, we believe that the Draft EIS exhibits a complete 


misunderstanding of what the marine industry is and dramatically understated and 


misrepresented the impact of the proposed train operations on the economics and use of 


the waterways. In short, the Draft EIS completely understates the economic importance 


of the industry and as a result the economic impact the All Aboard Florida train 


operations will have on it.  Further, we note a complete failure to consult marine industry 


in preparing the DEIS, which may explain the deficiencies in the Draft EIS. 


 


Consequently we are taking the opportunity to submit these detailed comments.  The 


Draft EIS uses flawed economic measures and employment metrics.  There is little if any 


recognition of the multiplier effects (real estate, businesses, etc.).  Additionally, the Draft 


EIS fails to take into account the substantial and continuing dredging investments that 


federal, state, and local authorities have made to facilitate this industry. 


 


We have already briefly described the impact of the new AAF service on bridge closures.  


The number of closures will increase.  The total time of closures will increase.  Beyond 


these obvious facts, we wanted to outline the specific concerns of the industry regarding 


the effect of the increased rail traffic on our industry. 
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1. Increased closure time.  We understood the goal was to keep the bridges in the 


open position a minimum of 40 minutes per hour.  But the train schedule may 


keep it open only 30 minutes.  Wait times and related costs associated with a 


change in openings will result.  Further, peak vessel travel times on holidays and 


major public events will be seriously affected. 


 


2. Unsafe disruption of vessel traffic.  The ability to moor a vessel to wait for a 


bridge closure with the strong currents in the waterways may create an increased 


unsafe condition with any increase in closures.  The size of many vessels and 


configuration of the navigable channel contributes to the need for predictability of 


the use of the waterways.  A plan to develop communications with first 


responders and emergency personnel is also seriously lacking. 


 


3. Incompatibility with tide changes.  Currently vessel traffic depends on favorable 


tides to navigate the rivers to locations upstream for mooring or for maintenance, 


repair, or refitting.  The size of a vessel often requires certain sea conditions be 


present.  Missing a favorable tide will cause delays and disrupt scheduling of 


these activities. This may discourage potential customers from using the facilities 


upstream of the bridges. 


 


4. Bridge failures and time of bridge repair.  The inability to repair a bridge that is 


inoperable in the closed position in a timely manner would shut down traffic on 


the waterways altogether.  A substantial portion of the vessels that use the 


waterways would be affected and the businesses that are dependent on the ability 


of vessels to navigate the waterway would suffer as a result.  Both vessels and 


businesses would find themselves stranded upstream should a bridge become 


inoperable. 


 


5. Unpredictable train schedule changes and resultant disruption to bridge closure 


schedule.  Any variation in the train schedule for any reason would create 


uncertainty in bridge operations and has an impact on waterways use.  Random or 


unpredictable duration of closures leads to disruption availability of the 


waterways and to a real threat of an unsafe condition for navigation.  Future 


projections for increased rail traffic (corridor capacity) would further degrade the 


navigability of the waterways. 


 


We believe the Draft EIS has not adequately addressed alternatives that could obviate the 


effects of the proposed train operations.  If raised bridges were constructed, there would 


be no closures to hamper the vessel traffic on the affected waterways.  As a result the 


growing and significant marine industry would be able to continue to be the growing and 


flourishing economic engine of the South Florida region that it has become without a 


threat to the increasing number of jobs and economic activity that the industry fosters. 
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We question whether adequate consideration has been given to alternative routes to 


minimize impact on the waterways.  We believe it may be feasible to shift the freight 


traffic to routes west of the affected navigable waters and urban areas.  Additionally, the 


Draft EIS does not adequately address the corridor capacity issues.  The current proposal 


results in more bridge closure time and thus denying availability of the waterway for use.  


The operation of the train in the proposed manner will become an unreasonable 


obstruction to navigation.  The preexisting and established businesses with suffer and use 


by vessel owners will become untenable.  Future increase in train traffic will only make 


this worse.  All Aboard Florida is only a passenger train operation.  Thus we believe that 


future increases in freight operations must also be considered and addressed now.   


 


Having stated this we believe appropriate mitigation measures may obviate the impact 


that the train schedule could have.  We have assembled the following mitigation 


measures to address industry concerns and to improve operations at the New River 


Bridge, Loxahatchee River Bridge, and St. Lucie River Bridge.  Mitigation measures may 


minimize the impact that the train schedule could have.  Those offered by All Aboard 


Florida are minimal and need to be expanded.  Mitigation measures (including some of 


which have been suggested by AAF) should include: 


 


1. Add a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with 


commercial and other vessels.  


 


2. Develop a set schedule for the closures of the bridge for passenger rail service so 


that the bridges are closed for a minimum of 12 minutes for each closure and open 


for a minimum of a total of 40 minutes each hour.  


 


3. Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible 


format, including a compatible smart phone application that is maintained by 


AAF.  


 


4. Post schedules for each bridge on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. 


This will allow the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times and 


related costs associated with the Proposed Action. 


 


5. Implement an adequate notification by sign, signal, and horn at each bridge 


location with countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to 


close and open.  


 


6. Develop emergency plans that incorporate hurricane and other response plans and 


formal contact with law enforcement, first responders, and emergency personnel 
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at all times to ensure that roadways are not blocked by train operations to provide 


for their access.  


 


7. Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel 


travel times on holidays and major public events.  


 


8. Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 


communication with the commercial and recreational boating communities. 


 


9. Manage train operations to minimize bridge closures, including electronic and 


camera monitoring. 


 


10. Publish bridge closure schedule to be readily available for waterway users 


(internet, notice to mariners, etc.). 


 


11. Fund a bridge tender with ability to communicate with waterway users. 


 


12. Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes. 


 


13. Install signal and PTC upgrades as well as an obligation to make future best 


available technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations. 


 


14. Install a 21' drawbridge to accommodate potential future commuter traffic. 


 


15. Penalties for unscheduled bridge closures caused by AAF shall be established 


assessed on a daily basis and a graduated scale related to frequency of infractions, 


and adjusted for inflation.  Closures in excess of the minimum shall be considered 


an unscheduled closure.   


 


16. Stockpile spare parts to facilitate prompt repairs in the case of a bridge failure. 


 


17. Establish a fund to provide compensation for interruptions to waterway use, e.g. 


in the case of bridge failure. 


 


18. Establish and fund a citizens’ advisory committee as a watchdog to oversee train 


operations and make recommendations to public officials.  


 


19. Provide adequate and safe mooring for vessels forced to wait in the event of an 


unscheduled closure. 


 


20. Provide for response vessels to be able to render assistance to vessels in the 


waterway in the case of sudden or disruptive bridge closures. 
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21. Determine future corridor capacity needs to evaluate potential impacts. 


 


22. Publish a periodic report on bridge closures and impact on waterways use, 


including projections on corridor capacity, and a database that is maintained on 


operations derived from monitoring operations. 


 


These mitigation measures presuppose that alternatives are not pursued.  Pursuing 


alternatives however may alleviate or eliminate the need for some of these specific 


measures.  The EIS should therefore carefully examine and address the alternatives 


available to the train.  The requirement to raise the elevation of bridges should be 


examined.  If raised sufficiently high, the waterways would not be impacted.   


 


In addition, the alternative of moving rail traffic to the west on alternative routes should 


also be carefully examined.  Needless to say, if rail traffic can be rerouted to the west of 


the affected areas of the currently proposed operations, the need for mitigation is a very 


different proposition.  The number of closures would be reduced and thus the impact on 


the waterways and the businesses and vessels that depend on them is diminished.  Thus 


the mitigation measures could be scaled accordingly to meet the new circumstances.  The 


use of the waterways is essential and integral to the marine industry and there is no 


alternative for it.  The final EIS should explicitly recognize this. 


 


Barring the pursuit of an alternative, all of the mitigation measures must be implemented 


so that the proposed train operations will minimize the negative impacts on the marine 


industry.  These are based on the proposed train traffic for passenger, freight, and local 


train traffic patterns.  No future expansion of the rail operations can be made without 


public review of any future plans and corresponding adjustment of mitigation measures.  


We urge the Federal Railroad Administration to consider these measures and comments 


for inclusion in the final EIS.    


 


Thank you for the opportunity to provide the U.S. Superyacht Association comments on 


the impacts of the proposed train operations on the vessel traffic dependent on the 


waterways affected.  Please let me know if you have any questions or need further 


information.   


 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 


 


John J. Mann, III 


Chairman 








From: Mike Antheil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
Subject: Comments on DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:01:31 PM
Attachments: Letter to John Winkle re DEIS Comments 12-2-2014 ma + ABS (2).pdf

 
Hello,
 
Please find my letter and comments regarding the DEIS attached.
 
Thank you!
 
 
 

 
Mike Antheil
561.703.4345 Direct

PoliComm: Delivering a Clear Message
 

mailto:mike@aclearmessage.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
http://aclearmessage.com/



 


 


 


 


 


 


 


       December 3, 2014 


 


 


VIA EMAIL 


 


Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 


Washington, DC 20590 


 


  Re: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement  


 


Dear Mr. Winkle, 


 


My name is Mike Antheil. I am a partner in the PoliComm Group, which specializes in public affairs, 


advocacy, and industry business development. I have represented the energy industry, marine industry, and 


railroad industry, among others. From November 2011 through November 2013, I was the Executive Director 


of the Marine Industries Association of Palm Beach County. I am an avid boater, and have spent hundreds, if 


not thousands, of hours on the waterways of Florida. Based on my personal experience, as well as my 


professional experience, I have become very familiar with the interests of the marine industry in our state. The 


marine industry is a massive economic driver, and one of the backbones of the South Florida economy. 


I have read with interest various newspaper articles by concerned individuals and groups such as the 


“Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida” which have focused predominantly (if not solely) on the interests 


of the marine community. I understand these interests better than most, but I urge all interested parties to 


consider the needs of other Floridians and visitors to Florida who desperately need the transportation alternat ive 


proposed to be provided by All Aboard Florida, as well as the freight rail services currently provided by All 


Aboard Florida’s sister company, Florida East Coast Railway.  


The population of the State of Florida is growing by leaps and bounds. This growth was initially 


precipitated by Henry Flagler’s passenger and freight railroad which provided needed transportation of people 


and goods to the various communities in Florida which, in turn, connected the various Florida communities to 


each other and enabled them to flourish. Of course, in recent years, this population growth has been fueled by 


another crucial economic driver- tourism; as well as a temperate climate, an increase in focus on Florida as a 


commercial, retail and business center, and of course the marine community which avidly plies the waterways 


of our state.  


While there are certainly many positive aspects to this population boom in our state, there have been 


negatives as well. In particular, the needs of individuals to travel between the various significant commercial 


centers in our state have not been satisfied by existing transportation alternatives. One need only attempt to 


drive the clogged expressway system between Miami and Orlando in order to realize that much more needs to 


be done to facilitate the free flow of individuals between these communities and metro hubs. The high-speed 


passenger train service proposed to be provided by All Aboard Florida will clearly serve that critical need in our 


state.  


Mike Antheil 


PoliComm Group, Inc 


561.703.4345 


mike@aclearmessage.com 
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By the same token, the transportation of freight is a critical component to the needs of our community 


and yet another crucial economic driver. The Florida East Coast Railway has become synonymous with the 


movement of freight to and from our various communities. In many instances it has literally become the 


lifeblood of our business community since it transports freight from our communities to the rest of the world, 


either through connections with other railroads or to ports such as the Port Miami and the Port of Palm Beach. 


The freight railroad transports numerous commodities such as crushed rock, automobiles, bulk liquids, building 


materials, orange juice, electronics and other items Floridians consume and use every day. Critical Florida 


industries such as Cemex, Seaboard Marine and Tropicana (located in Indian River County) heavily rely on 


Florida East Coast Railway for their transportation needs.  


Regardless of these critical transportation needs, individuals within the marine industry have focused on 


the operations at three moveable bridges over the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New Rivers. They assert that the 


marine industry is paramount in this state and, in their view, that the marine industry is entitled to the majority 


of the available access via these bridges – in other words, that these bridges must remain open for 40 minutes 


every hour in order to serve the interests of the marine community. In my view, this is where the problem lies. 


That assertion is simply not equitable, nor does it serve the needs of Floridians who demand viable 


transportation alternatives, for both passenger and freight service. A fair and equal compromise over a jointly 


shared asset is the only reasonable conclusion.  


It is my understanding that federal law requires that bridge assets over waterways, such as movable 


bridges, be equitably shared between the marine community and land transportation, such as vehicles and trains 


(The Truman - Hobbs Act). In a community such as Florida, this equitable sharing makes absolute sense, since 


both the land transportation and the marine industries are vital to our continued growth. Thus, whether the 


equities favor 30 minutes of bridge opening each hour, or 60 minutes during each two hour period, depending 


on the schedule that best meets the needs of both the rail and marine industries, an equitable sharing is entirely 


appropriate and necessary.  


Certainly, in the management of these three bridges by the railroad, the needs of the marine community 


must be met as well. The railroads must provide adequate and frequent information to boaters as to when the 


bridges will be open or closed. Predictability is vital to facilitating the smooth operations of commercial and 


recreational boaters underneath these bridges. Simply stated, they need to know when the bridges will be open 


and closed.  


All Aboard Florida has proposed to provide this predictability through real-time web and smart phone-


based information as to the bridge opening and closure time frames. Additionally, large visible signs on the 


bridges will advise boaters of the countdowns to bridge openings and closures. As boaters become used to this 


extensive information about predictable openings and closures, they will be able to better time their own access 


underneath the bridges and thereby make more efficient use of this bridge resource. That predictability, coupled 


with adequate scheduling of the passage of trains over the bridges (which All Aboard Florida and Florida East 


Coast Railway are also proposing) will enable these bridges to be shared equally.  


I know boaters habits and peculiarities (as I said I am one myself). And, I know that when we are armed 


with predictable information on the opening and closure of bridges, we can make efficient usage of these 


passages. Candidly I would agree with assertions that there are some boaters who will rush under the closing 


bridge, and thereby trip a safety mechanism which causes the bridge to reopen, thereby upsetting everybody’s 


schedule, but I believe that most boaters are responsible and view safety as paramount. I believe that if boaters 


and captains know when the bridges are open and closed we can responsibly share these three bridges equally 
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with the railroad. Yachts, ships and other vessels come from all over the world to visit South Florida for repair 


or brokerage and typically stay for weeks and months at a time. It is perfectly reasonable that these well 


seasoned captains can calculate an additional 30 minutes in their travel plans. 


As a final point, as some commentators have noted, these bridges are old. The mechanical equipment 


which renders the bridges operable for openings and closings could certainly use upgrading and updating. 


Again, All Aboard Florida proposes to do just that – upgrade the mechanicals on each of these three bridges 


which will substantially reduce the individual closure times at each bridge. I think this is another important step 


to facilitating the equal sharing of the bridges by the railroads and the marine community, and I encourage All 


Aboard Florida to complete this upgrading process as soon as possible. 


 


Very truly yours, 


 


Mike Antheil 


 


 


cc: Seventh Coast Guard District Bridge Branch (via email)  


Docket number USCG – 2014 – 0937 Public Hearing  


 


 







From: Gary Hickman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on EIS on All board Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 7:44:44 PM

I spent 28.5 years working for the Federal Government.  At one point in my career I
 was Assistant Director for Policy at the US Water Resources Council in the Executive
 Branch.  I also worked for the President's Office of Management and Budget.  I was
 instrumental in developing the US Government's Principles and Policies for the
 calculations of both economic and environmental cost/benefits (B/C) ratios
 
The assumptions about the future used to make projected economic
 benefits of All Aboard Florida are seriously flawed.   The  flaws in the assumption
 causes drastically overinflated claims of benefits vs. costs.   Continuing with this
 project will seriously impact the financial lively hood of hundreds of thousands of
 Florida citizens between Orlando and Fort Lauderdale thru higher property  taxing by
 each jurisdiction along the route of the railway.  The Federal taxpayers will also be
  adversely impacted from the Federal Government providing grants to All Aboard
 Florida under flawed assumed B/C ratio. 
 
 
Gary L. Hickman
 
cc President's Office of Management and Budget
     Senate and House Budget Committees 
 
 

mailto:gary_hickman@comcast.net
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From: Amelia Grant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:33:52 AM

Dear Sir/Madam,

I have reviewed your study and find it underwhelming.  I live near the tracks in
 Jensen Beach and note a few items I disagree with that I believe need
further study or revision.

1.  The plan drawing seems to indicate an 110 mph design speed on the track north
 of Jensen Beach Blvd through the St. Lucie County line. This area is entirely
 residential and the track bisects an existing mobile home park. I believe the speed
 is too high to be safe.

2.  The noise/vibration study by my personal experience is off by 50% (as in the
 area shown on the aerial photograph under represents the impact of the noise and
 vibration by 50%). My house is already vibrating and we don't have nearly the train
 traffic proposed.

3.  It does not appear that adequate study has been done on the impact on the rare
 and endangered plant life in and around the Savannas State Preserve State Park.
 There are 19 Threatened and 23 Endangered Plant Species in St. Lucie County
 alone.

Amelia Grant Davis

mailto:theshrubqueen@gmail.com
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From: My Mail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on Federal Railroad Administration"s draft environmental impact statement
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 10:31:53 AM

To whom it may concern:

I believe my comments have missed the 75-day comment period however I travel extensively for my work which
 takes me away from my Stuart home base for long periods of time. I, like many of my Stuart neighbors who are
 part-time residents during the winter months, find the 90-day comment period suggested by Governor Rick Scott
 more reasonable and accommodating. This is particularly true when considering that many of my neighbors do not
 arrive in Florida for the winter season until after the New Year. Despite that lack of consideration for the comment
 period I respectfully submit the following comments to the draft environmental impact statement.

* The public comment period should be increased to 90-days in order to be complete and comprehensive in terms of
 accurately and objectively collecting comments from impacted residents BOTH full-time and part-time residents.
 Failure to increase the comment period to 90-days is a failure to completely capture public comment.

* I question the subject matter expertise of the authors of the study. Many, if not all, are not residents of the
 impacted area and therefore cannot objectively measure and quantify the all of the appropriate potential impacts of
 the All Aboard Florida proposal. I, therefore, dispute the scope and accuracy of the study. It has not been
 thoroughly vetted, is incomplete, and is in many cases inaccurate in both the quantifiable aspects of the report not to
 mention the immeasurable ways the All Aboard Florida proposal will negatively impact the Treasure Coast and
 Stuart, FL in general. For example, how can public sentiment be measured in terms of potential visitors considering
 Stuart, FL and the Treasure Coast as a vacation destination. Today those sentiments most likely include positive and
 thoughts and images of quaint shops, relaxing vistas, and enjoyable days on the water boating, fishing, and sight
 seeing. If the All Aboard Florida proposal is accepted then future sentiments of visitors must then include
 consideration of how dozens and dozens of high speed trains speeding through the area could impact their vacation
 plans.  Visitors will have to consider whether the trains will impact their personal safety in terms of the high speed
 crossings and ability to reach care facilities in times of emergency, their stress level and ability to relax on vacation
 versus fighting traffic snarls caused by multiple high speed crossing per day, their ability to enjoy time on the
 waterways versus waiting for train bridge crossings, noise, pollution, etc, etc.  the list goes on and on and the
 potential to impact incoming tourist dollars cannot possibly be accurately defined, predicted, or understood. My
 opinion is the study has not accurately quantified the potential negative impact the trains will have on local tourism
 and general visitor sentiment. The impact of the proposal  will be devastating to tourism in the area therefore should
 not be accepted.

* I dispute the finding of the impacts on boaters utilizing the waterway crossing under the Stuart railroad bridge. The
 study only considered marina slips and private docks and failed to consider the substantial impact on potential
 watercraft using the Okeechobee waterway or to quantify the number of vessels who will no longer use the passage
 due to negative impact cause by the continuous railroad crossings. In addition the study failed to consider the
 substantial impact on boats launched on the numerous boat ramps that service the impacted area. The study findings
 in this area is therefore grossly incomplete and inaccurate.

* I dispute the findings of impact on public safety considering that emergency vehicles will undoubtedly encounter
 delays at railroad crossings. However the study fails to address and quantify residual traffic jams caused by the
 interrupted flow of normal traffic patterns. For example multiple train crossings during times of peak traffic may
 only close a roadway for a handful of minutes at a time but may cause traffic jams and slow downs lasting several
 minutes or hours as normal flows are recovered (which may never happen due to the cumulative effect of
 continuous subsequent crossings).  The study does not consider or accurately quantify that cumulative effect and
 cannot be accepted.

* In particular I dispute the impact on the crossing in front of the Harborage Condominium complex in Stuart, FL.
 The study does not consider total potential impact on residents of the complex entering and exiting the complex as
 well as impact to their public safety caused by delays in emergency vehicles accessing the development. In addition

mailto:swusfbull@yahoo.com
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 the study fails to considers additional traffic caused by visitors to the complex--people visiting residents, going to
 the multiple businesses in the complex, and also the marina slips. The study is incomplete and grossly inaccurate in
 terms of the volume of potential traffic impact at that crossing and critical, negative impact the multiple crossings
 will create on residents and visitors alike.

* I dispute the benefits to the public and the environment predicted in the proposal--ridership estimates are too high,
 pollution impact is inaccurate as additional pollution caused by the vehicles waiting at crossings is inaccurate. In
 addition, the pollution caused by the residual traffic jams mentioned above were not accurately quantified and
 included in the study. I contend that once accurately quantified the overall environmental impact will be
 overwhelmingly negative on the area and therefore should not be accepted.

* Impact of the cities of Stuart and Jensen Beach are inaccurate in terms of economic impact, environmental impact,
 and quality of life for residents. All railroad crossing impact data for all crossings in those cities are understated as
 defined in the study and should not be accepted.

Thank you,
Scott Wells
Stuart, FL
440 530-0373

CC: Governor Rick Scott



From: Dennis Cardriche
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on Rail Plan
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:37:11 AM

Hello All Aboard Florida,

My name is Dennis Cardriche and I've lived in Vero Beach since late 2009.  I love the tranquil atmosphere and beauty that this city
 provides.  After weighing the pros and cons of this rail project, I see no tangible benefit.  In fact, it will be outright harmful.  Outside of
 routinely delaying my commute to work and the rhythmic crooning of rolling freight, the project poses a direct risk to the local
 population.  I am an Emergency Medicine physician and, speaking from experience, the time it takes for EMS to respond to patients in
 dire straights and transport them to me in the emergency room is critical to whether I'm saving their lives or breaking the bad news to
 their families. Why delay my patients and paramedics with trains that could be rolling out west in underpopulated areas?  I suspect All
 Aboard Florida considers it cheaper to do so.  Greed is never a good thing, especially when it's barreling through your community over
 thirty times a day.  I speak for the tranquility and public health of my community in advocating for the new rail service to be routed
 elsewhere.  

                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
 - Dr Dennis Cardriche, MD  917-400-2094

mailto:denniscardriche@yahoo.com
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From: Gale Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the AAF EIS
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:56:03 PM
Attachments: AAF Response EIS .docx

Dear Mr. Winkle,
Thank you for sending the EIS information for All Aboard Florida. I attach comments in
 response to that body of documents. and also paste them below in case you do not have docx.

Comments to All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement provided September 19,
 2014.

 

I noted that the EIS initially addresses South Florida with little concern for the negative impact
 of the towns and their residents along the Treasure Coast.

 

I sincerely hope that the Federal Railroad Commission will agree that this fatal so called “fete
 accompli” will devastate the Treasure Coast in such a way that it cannot recover,
 economically or physically, and that they will deny Federal funds (supported by taxpayers) to
 this privately owned company.  All Aboard Florida could be quite a boon for West Palm
 Beach and Miami as well as Orlando in the movement of freight. However, for all those
 towns in between along the coast north of WPB and south of Orlando, it imposes monumental
 human and economic cost to Treasure Coast residents and businesses; and literally decimates
 Treasure Coast towns without one iota of benefit. And – it drains taxpayer’s dollars without
 adding revenue.

 

1.     1.1-A1_2013-FONSI - Purpose and Need: AAF addresses a need to improve intercity
 transportation and decongest highways in South Florida with no reference to their
 proposed tracks from Orlando to Miami. Due diligence would have clearly resolved their
 assumption that there is a lack of rail transportation to these cities. The existing rail line
 AMTRAK from Orlando to the cities AAF wishes to service has little ridership and runs
 at a deficit.  TriRail also services the southern Florida area quite sufficiently.

a.      The EIS addresses specifically Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach
 connections, which are already in place with rail alternatives. It ignores the towns
 that will be negatively affected by a high speed train and increased freight traffic
 along the Treasure Coast.

b.     Many/most of the tourists who vacation in Orlando are not necessarily the same
 type of tourists with a desire to shop in West Palm Beach or hang out in South
 Beach. These folks generally are automobile travelers with several passengers
 (children) traveling together and not on separate paying tickets.

c.      AAF suggests that the construction of the project will provide jobs and improve
 the economy.  They are also likely aware that job creation for track construction is
 a transient thing and would only increase burden on infrastructure and taxpayers
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Comments to All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement provided September 19, 2014.



I noted that the EIS initially addresses South Florida with little concern for the negative impact of the towns and their residents along the Treasure Coast.



I sincerely hope that the Federal Railroad Commission will agree that this fatal so called “fete accompli” will devastate the Treasure Coast in such a way that it cannot recover, economically or physically, and that they will deny Federal funds (supported by taxpayers) to this privately owned company.  All Aboard Florida could be quite a boon for West Palm Beach and Miami as well as Orlando in the movement of freight. However, for all those towns in between along the coast north of WPB and south of Orlando, it imposes monumental human and economic cost to Treasure Coast residents and businesses; and literally decimates Treasure Coast towns without one iota of benefit. And – it drains taxpayer’s dollars without adding revenue.



1. 1.1-A1_2013-FONSI - Purpose and Need: AAF addresses a need to improve intercity transportation and decongest highways in South Florida with no reference to their proposed tracks from Orlando to Miami. Due diligence would have clearly resolved their assumption that there is a lack of rail transportation to these cities. The existing rail line AMTRAK from Orlando to the cities AAF wishes to service has little ridership and runs at a deficit.  TriRail also services the southern Florida area quite sufficiently. 

a. The EIS addresses specifically Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach connections, which are already in place with rail alternatives. It ignores the towns that will be negatively affected by a high speed train and increased freight traffic along the Treasure Coast. 

b. Many/most of the tourists who vacation in Orlando are not necessarily the same type of tourists with a desire to shop in West Palm Beach or hang out in South Beach. These folks generally are automobile travelers with several passengers (children) traveling together and not on separate paying tickets. 

c. AAF suggests that the construction of the project will provide jobs and improve the economy.  They are also likely aware that job creation for track construction is a transient thing and would only increase burden on infrastructure and taxpayers along the Treasure Coast without any long term benefits. 

2. 3.3-C_grade-Crossings: Martin County has 26 miles of track with 25 grade crossings; 10 are in the town of Stuart. 

County Length of Corridor (miles) Number of Crossings

Brevard 42miles    55 crossings

Indian River 21miles 30 crossings

St Lucie 22miles   20 crossings

Martin 26miles   25 crossings

Palm Beach 18miles   26 crossings

The already existing 18 trains of freight traffic [mostly occurring during evening and early morning hours when they are most effective in disrupting sleep], now increasingly double-stacked and with considerably intensified noise and vibration. This number is projected to multiply substantially with the expansion of canal and Miami shipping.  A substantial  increase of the already burdensome freight traffic could paralyze Treasure Coast Towns. Adding Passenger trains would potentially shut them down indefinitely for hours per day. This will impact our town of Stuart in the following ways. 

a. Substantially increase delays for emergency vehicles, ambulances, fire department, and police vehicles needing immediate access to Martin Memorial Hospital North from west of the track; therefore endangering human life. 

b. Substantially increase delays for patients trying to access medical facilities along Osceola [including cancer patients going for radiation and chemotherapy] therefore endangering human life.

c. Substantially increase delays at hurricane evacuation routes from the east; therefore endangering human life.

d. Increase noise levels throughout wildlife sanctuaries located near railroad tracks, and bring unwanted death to animals crossing; therefore endangering wild life.

e. Significantly delay access and parking to downtown businesses that already have to fight for their livelihood; therefore impacting local economy. 

f. Significantly delay access to theaters and galleries located on the east side of the tracks; therefore impacting both the economy and access to the arts.  

g. Significantly increase already extremely high noise levels along the route, including homes, businesses and downtown Stuart, deterring festival participation, therefore impacting the economy as well as access to cultural experience for young and old.

h. Significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use drawbridge access to open water, as well as businesses dependent on those boaters, therefore impacting the economy, recreation and quality of life. Reports from a significant number of boaters indicate that they would no longer use these recreational areas and would not make their usual stops here.  

i. The safety issues cited in the Palm Beach Post are monumental, especially with trains traveling through our town at speeds up to 110 MPH. It was noted that trains between NYC and Washington DC have NO vehicle/railroad crossings. According to RR Official Frank Frey, the company is trying to skirt the safety issues.  Please see http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/ 

j. The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in que waiting for the drawbridges to open and close and how these standing trains might further impact railway crossings while they block these crossings during their wait, further impacting all of the above problems caused by increased train traffic.      

k. Significantly impact home values along the FEC corridor. Real Estate sales and home values have already been affected negatively by the impending idea of more train traffic near and in some cases no more than 100 feet from homes in gated upscale communities.  Page 5-122 and 5-126 of the DEIS states the project would not displace residences or businesses and have no adverse effect on residential or commercial property. With property owners already trying to unload properties due to the project, that statement holds no validity.  

3. 4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of wait time for boats during train crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing over the actual impact of boating and boating businesses in the area, where at time several boats are stacked up waiting for trains to cross. I am confident the Coast Guard will have more on this. Please review their comments carefully.  Impact on businesses will be substantial.

a. Table 2.2-3 indicates 746 out of 900 Martin County’s river marinas are affected by rail traffic, clearly showing the detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates that the marine industry for the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in December 2013. The EIS states St. Lucie River has 1,307 slips; over half are commercial.  Delayed boating will definitely impact these businesses and the economy.  I refer to the EIS informational table:

b. “The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the marine activity in Martin County and 15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St. Lucie River is located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this river is equivalent to 82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry in Martin County plus 15.3% of the economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, resulting in a total economic value of $648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 million in direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects.  This activity supports a total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table 5.2-9).”

c. Page 13 indicates a passenger train will speed through Martin County at 77 mph.  That is a dangerous speed to project for the curved track through the downtown area of Stuart as well as other areas in St. Lucie County with dangerous curves. 

d. Item 2.2.4 indicates that FEC participated in more than 300 informational meetings beginning March 12, 2012. If that is true, it does not explain why many of the citizens up and down the Treasure Coast had no knowledge of this proposed project until this year.

4. 4.2.4-A_Potentially contaminated sites [cannot be read without clearer map of the areas indicated. No road or highway signs]. 

5. 4.3.3-A1_ Plant populations – I am unable to respond to this as I am not knowledgeable about the plant life, but would like to see it preserved. 

6. 4.2.2-A&B Minority and Poverty population graphs; I am sure this has to be in there – but wonder what effect it would have on our area unless it is to state that where there are minorities less concern might be given to inhabitants. 

7. 4.4.5-B3 Cultural Resources Proximal – EIS aerial view at page 76 shows how close the FEC railway is to the bedrooms of residents at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club [in some cases, no more than 100 feet or less]

8. 4.4.6A Recreational page 5 shows how many parks and wild life refuges are affected by the railroad. Increased traffic could only make it less appealing.  

9. 5.2.2-A3. I believe you can see that the noise and vibration impacts are substantial and widespread throughout Martin County. I can attest to it with the lack of sleep from freights in the middle of the night and from the cracks in my walls from the vibrations. Does the FEC plan to compensate me for repairs? 

10. 5.2.2 – B page four needs to be reevaluated in its estimated impacts, from none to severe in many of the items. 

11. 5.2.2 – C I note there are no residential listing in the vibration impact studies. 

12. On page S-23 EIS states there will be no adverse effect on communities. This is patently not true. 

13. Draft EIS – page 3-11: With the perspective of increased freight trains and possibly no passenger trains to speak of, the CSX, I-95 and Florida Turnpike Alternatives are given a thumbs down by FEC. There is also a consideration they do not seem to mention, and that is shipping their freight by water. 

14. Projections of ridership do not take into consideration that tourism and the economy itself may be adversely affected in the next few years due to a number of things having nothing to do with travel by rail, plane or car. 

15. DEIS Page 5.50 indicates zero moderate to severe noise affects in the north-south section. Since noise effects are more than zero in both categories now, this is untrue.   



I am not knowledgeable enough to speak to some of the information contained in the EIS as to wildlife, farming etc. but am confident there are sufficient responders to do so. 



Thank you for your time.



Gale Baker

2832 SE Fairway West [at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club]

Stuart, Florida  34997

(843) 253-6211

neongale@gmail.com 



 along the Treasure Coast without any long term benefits.

2.     3.3-C_grade-Crossings: Martin County has 26 miles of track with 25 grade crossings;
 10 are in the town of Stuart.

County Length of Corridor (miles) Number of Crossings

Brevard 42miles    55 crossings

Indian River 21miles 30 crossings

St Lucie 22miles   20 crossings

Martin 26miles   25 crossings

Palm Beach 18miles   26 crossings

The already existing 18 trains of freight traffic [mostly occurring during evening and early
 morning hours when they are most effective in disrupting sleep], now increasingly
 double-stacked and with considerably intensified noise and vibration. This number is
 projected to multiply substantially with the expansion of canal and Miami shipping.  A
 substantial  increase of the already burdensome freight traffic could paralyze Treasure
 Coast Towns. Adding Passenger trains would potentially shut them down indefinitely for
 hours per day. This will impact our town of Stuart in the following ways. To mitigate the
 following problems, considerable attention should be put on diverting these tracks to
 alternate routes [even though FEC has determined they are not an option]. Federal tax
 funds should not be spent for this private project, which will decimate our Treasure Coast
 towns. 

a.      Substantially increase delays for emergency vehicles, ambulances, fire
 department, and police vehicles needing immediate access to Martin Memorial
 Hospital North from west of the track; therefore endangering human life.

b.     Substantially increase delays for patients trying to access medical facilities
 along Osceola [including cancer patients going for radiation and chemotherapy]
 therefore endangering human life.

c.      Substantially increase delays at hurricane evacuation routes from the east;
 therefore endangering human life.

d.     Increase noise levels throughout wildlife sanctuaries located near railroad
 tracks, and bring unwanted death to animals crossing; therefore endangering wild
 life.

e.      Significantly delay access and parking to downtown businesses that already
 have to fight for their livelihood; therefore impacting local economy.

f.      Significantly delay access to theaters and galleries located on the east side of
 the tracks; therefore impacting both the economy and access to the arts. 

g.     Significantly increase already extremely high noise levels along the route,
 including homes, businesses and downtown Stuart, deterring festival participation,
 therefore impacting the economy as well as access to cultural experience for



 young and old.

h.     Significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use
 drawbridge access to open water, as well as businesses dependent on those
 boaters, therefore impacting the economy, recreation and quality of life.
 Reports from a significant number of boaters indicate that they would no longer
 use these recreational areas and would not make their usual stops here. 

i.       The safety issues cited in the Palm Beach Post are monumental, especially with
 trains traveling through our town at speeds up to 110 MPH. It was noted that
 trains between NYC and Washington DC have NO vehicle/railroad crossings.
 According to RR Official Frank Frey, the company is trying to skirt the safety
 issues.  Please see http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-
official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/

j.       The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in que waiting for the
 drawbridges to open and close and how these standing trains might further impact
 railway crossings while they block these crossings during their wait, further
 impacting all of the above problems caused by increased train traffic.      

k.     Significantly impact home values along the FEC corridor. Real Estate sales and
 home values have already been affected negatively by the impending idea of more
 train traffic near and in some cases no more than 100 feet from homes in gated
 upscale communities.  Page 5-122 and 5-126 of the DEIS states the project would
 not displace residences or businesses and have no adverse effect on residential or
 commercial property. With property owners already trying to unload properties
 due to the project, that statement holds no validity. 

3.     4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of
 wait time for boats during train crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing
 over the actual impact of boating and boating businesses in the area, where at time several
 boats are stacked up waiting for trains to cross. I am confident the Coast Guard will have
 more on this. Please review their comments carefully.  Impact on businesses will be
 substantial.

a.      Table 2.2-3 indicates 746 out of 900 Martin County’s river marinas are affected
 by rail traffic, clearly showing the detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates
 that the marine industry for the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in December
 2013. The EIS states St. Lucie River has 1,307 slips; over half are commercial. 
 Delayed boating will definitely impact these businesses and the economy.  I refer
 to the EIS informational table:

b.     “The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the marine activity in Martin
 County and 15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St.
 Lucie River is located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this
 river is equivalent to 82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry in Martin County
 plus 15.3% of the economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, resulting in a
 total economic value of $648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 million in
 direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects. 
 This activity supports a total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table
 5.2-9).”

http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/
http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/


c.      Page 13 indicates a passenger train will speed through Martin County at 77
 mph.  That is a dangerous speed to project for the curved track through the
 downtown area of Stuart as well as other areas in St. Lucie County with dangerous
 curves.

d.     Item 2.2.4 indicates that FEC participated in more than 300 informational
 meetings beginning March 12, 2012. If that is true, it does not explain why many
 of the citizens up and down the Treasure Coast had no knowledge of this proposed
 project until this year.

4.     4.2.4-A_Potentially contaminated sites [cannot be read without clearer map of the
 areas indicated. No road or highway signs].

5.     4.3.3-A1_ Plant populations – I am unable to respond to this as I am not
 knowledgeable about the plant life, but would like to see it preserved.

6.     4.2.2-A&B Minority and Poverty population graphs; I am sure this has to be in there –
 but wonder what effect it would have on our area unless it is to state that where there are
 minorities less concern might be given to inhabitants.

7.     4.4.5-B3 Cultural Resources Proximal – EIS aerial view at page 76 shows how close
 the FEC railway is to the bedrooms of residents at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club [in
 some cases, no more than 100 feet or less]

8.     4.4.6A Recreational page 5 shows how many parks and wild life refuges are affected
 by the railroad. Increased traffic could only make it less appealing. 

9.     5.2.2-A3. I believe you can see that the noise and vibration impacts are substantial and
 widespread throughout Martin County. I can attest to it with the lack of sleep from
 freights in the middle of the night and from the cracks in my walls from the vibrations.
 Does the FEC plan to compensate me for repairs?

10.  5.2.2 – B page four needs to be reevaluated in its estimated impacts, from none to
 severe in many of the items.

11.  5.2.2 – C I note there are no residential listing in the vibration impact studies.

12.  On page S-23 EIS states there will be no adverse effect on communities. This is
 patently not true.

13.  Draft EIS – page 3-11: With the perspective of increased freight trains and possibly no
 passenger trains to speak of, the CSX, I-95 and Florida Turnpike Alternatives are given a
 thumbs down by FEC. There is also a consideration they do not seem to mention, and that
 is shipping their freight by water.

14.  Projections of ridership do not take into consideration that tourism and the economy
 itself may be adversely affected in the next few years due to a number of things having
 nothing to do with travel by rail, plane or car.

15.  DEIS Page 5.50 indicates zero moderate to severe noise affects in the north-south
 section. Since noise effects are more than zero in both categories now, this is untrue.  



 

I am not knowledgeable enough to speak to some of the information contained in the EIS as to
 wildlife, farming etc. but am confident there are sufficient responders to do so.

 

Thank you for your time.

 

Gale Baker

2832 SE Fairway West [at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club]

Stuart, Florida  34997

(843) 253-6211

neongale@gmail.com

*Dance at dawn. Sing at sunset. Laugh in the moments between.*
*Gale Baker*
*www.neonqueens.com* <http://www.neonqueens.com>
*843-253-6211*

mailto:neongale@gmail.com
http://www.neonqueens.com/
http://www.neonqueens.com/


From: CINDI PEARMAN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the AAF Program
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 11:45:28 AM

Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590

Dear Mr. Winkle,

We are strongly against the AAF Program as it will negatively impact us directly and our community. We currently live a half block away from the 
railroad tracks in Hobe Sound on Woodwind Street and experience noise and vibration (especially on our second floor) with the current train traffic. 
An additional 32 trains a day will significantly deteriorate our quality of life along with of those who live and work near the tracks in Martin County as 
well as destroy property values while providing no economic or quality of life benefit. 

Noise/vibration - The EIS report doesn't not properly show sound and vibration impact areas. The zones need to be greatly increased in size to get 
clearer picture of the true impact zone. Attached is a jpg. of our area with the red circle indicating our approximate property location. The EIS orange 
impact area for vibration would need to be increased 5 fold to reach our location which we currently experience vibration. For this reason we believe 
the EIS does not accurately reflect the true impact the AAF would have on Hobe Sound and the corridor as a whole. 

Geology -  The constant vibration from numerous trains running atop soil mainly composed of sand and water has the strong likelihood to cause 
liquefaction. To our knowledge, liquefaction has yet to be addressed yet should be as Florida soil is mainly sand and water and liquidation has 
deviating consequences to those who own property in the vibration zone.   

Traffic - The railroads interweave main roads in Martin County. An increase of 32 trains will negatively impact the flow of traffic increasing commute
 times and deter potential business impacting residents quality of life and visitor attraction. 

Taxes -  While the Martin County listed resolutions to mitigate railroad construction upgrades and future maintenance,  there is no mitigation set up to 
compensate Martin county residents for: the loss in property values and subsequently property taxes, and the loss in business and subsequently retail 
taxes, the retention of businesses, or the damages from liquefaction the AAF would cause. 

Based on the aforementioned, we firmly believe the implementation of the AAF would put Martin County in an unrecoverable downward spiral both 
economically and in quality of life for those who live and work in Martin County and therefore should NOT be allowed to move forward.

Sincerely,

David and Cindi Pearman
772-932-7512
8689 SE Woodwind St.
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

mailto:pearmanhome@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment




From: Jim Byous
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the DEIS
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 11:30:23 AM
Attachments: J Byous comments.pdf

Below and attached are comments regarding the statements of no negative effects on inland navigation 
related to the expansion of rail service per the scope outlined in the AAF DEIS.

I am an owner of a marine business based in Stuart Florida with 140 employees.  Our company frequently 
conducts marine operations in the area, and maintains dockage upstream of the St Lucie river crossing.    
Per the attached statement, we believe that navigation along the St Lucie will be substantially impacted by 
the additional bridge openings, rendering the bridge span navigable for an unacceptably limited span of 
time during daylight hours.

Additionally, I am a pleasure craft owner and frequently pass under the St Lucie bridge for recreational 
boating activity.   Many times we have been delayed for more than 30 minutes waiting for freight passage 
on the bridge, with the vast majority of the wait time being prior to the arrival of the train.

I own residential property with deepwater dockage upstream the bridge on a tributary of the South Fork of 
the St Lucie.  Property with dockage in Martin County is typically valued in inverse proportion to the transit 
time between the property and the St Lucie inlet.  The closer the property, the higher the worth.   The 
additional bridge openings and resulting drop in available navigation hours will result in a negative impact 
on property values for waterfront property upstream the St Lucie bridge.   

Please feel free to contact me with any questions regarding the statements above or attached.

Best regards,

Jim Byous

mailto:jbyous@oceanspecialists.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment















From: Joan Bausch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; 

Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; 
Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov

Subject: Comments on the Draft EIS for all Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:41:02 PM
Attachments: AAF my comments on DEIS.pdf

ATT00001.htm

Find 2 page letter attached. Thank you for your time in this very important matter. 

Joan Bausch
20 S. Sewall's Point Rd.
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
772-219-8285
jclb@gate.net

mailto:jclb@gate.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
mailto:Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
mailto:David.Keys@noaa.gov
mailto:Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil
mailto:Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil
mailto:Allan.Nagy@faa.gov
mailto:James.Christian@dot.gov
mailto:Benito.Cunill@dot.gov
mailto:Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov
mailto:Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov
mailto:John_Wrublik@fws.gov
mailto:Charles_Kelso@fws.gov
mailto:jclb@gate.net



1.  There is a great Economic Injustice about this project that would allow the investors, who 
bought the FEC, to garner profits by requiring money from the taxpayers of the many 
communities through which the train will run, to pay for the necessary upgrades to the many 
crossings in each county. There is no benefit to  our community in any way--
a. In Martin County that amounts to 25 crossings at a cost per crossing, burdening taxpayers.
b. Crossings will be affected with estimated closing for 2-3 trains per hour every daylight hour.
c.  Taxpayers will also be required to pay for the “quiet zones” should they be wanted.
d. There will be no train station/stop, but an increase of inconvenience with more train traffic, 


causing noise, vibrations, and delays in our daily lives, as well as potential safety issues.


Solution:  Have the railroad (FEC) pay for, account for, any/all necessary upgrades for the trains 
they wish to run. Then decide if the cost to them is worth the many impacts they will have on our 
towns & cities. 


a. Include payment for the replacement of ALL the bridges-- stationary as well as movable. 
b. Safe sidewalks at crossings to allow walkers to reach shopping on other side of the 


tracks.
c. In neighborhoods that have active walking traffic, install elevators sufficient to move 


baby carriages, small children, and small hand trucks (for the businesses )


2. Extremely FAST trains through our most environmentally sensitive areas will cause unknown 
impacts to the wildlife which we value and want to protect. The Draft EIS does not speak 
specifically to how Scrub jays and Gopher tortoises would be affected. I personally have seen, 
and photographed, a good sized Gopher tortoise walking along the tracks near Walton Road in 
St Lucie County- Savannas State Preserve. How is that animal supposed to defend itself from a 
train which would be approaching 100 mph? It is not aware of what the horn sound at the 
crossing means. 


3. The Draft EIS does not address the cost to wetlands that would be impacted. Our county does 
not permit any loss to wetlands as there is no viable solution to mitigate the impacts for the 
entire path of the tracks. Simply paying money to a mitigation bank IS NOT a sustainable 
solution.


4. The impacts of adding tracks in Jonathan Dickinson State Park has not been sufficiently 
addressed. Citizens value conservation areas. Allowing a business to profit by destroying a 
conservation property is an injustice.


Solution:  Use the CSX line further west instead of the FEC line. That might be more cost feasible 
if the cost of protecting our communities from the noise, vibrations, and dangerous crossings for 
pedestrians is accounted.


5. Economic Injustice to the poorest of our community who live near the tracks or need to cross 
them to do their daily shopping/business. They do not drive, or have cars, to get them safely 
across the tracks. They are resourceful and willing to walk to do their business but that includes 
crossing the tracks at unofficial crossings.


Solution:  FEC pays the County to provide small bus transportation from the residential area to the 
commercial district. No cost to the people themselves, no cost to County.


Comments from Joan Bausch, 20 S. Sewall’s Point Road, Sewall’s Point, FL 34996
on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida project. Dec 3, 2014







6. Boating traffic will be severely impacted by an increase in daily train traffic at the St Lucie RR 
Bridge in Stuart. Passage is narrow and only one boat can pass through at a time (no two-way 
traffic of boats is possible.) Boats do not move through in the same manner as cars. Wind and 
tides affect a vessel’s ability to pass through the bridge opening. Real estate agents have 
pointed out a severe loss of value to the waterfront homes west of the St Lucie Bridge.


Solution: Move this added train schedule out west/CSX line.


7. Others have pointed out the fact that the EIS did not reflect the passage of the trains through 
municipalities, cutting them in half, as well as the CRAs having a similar situation.


Solution: Move this added train schedule out west/CSX line.


8. The first phase of the AAF passenger trains seem to be elevated (as per illustrations) very 
futuristic looking and potentially a good idea, however the remainder of the line through 
Martin County and north would be at grade level, a potentially dangerous idea.


Solution:  Align the high speed elevated train along the FL Turnpike using the magnet-type trains 
such as Disney uses at its Orlando attraction. This might even be a solution along route 1, 
reaching more potential travelers.  If we expect more people to travel by mass transit it needs to 
be easy to use. Unless our County gets more convenient mass transit, to places we need and want 
to go to, we will be using cars.  


Tri-rail needs to extend north into Martin County (Stuart). If the high speed train to Orlando cuts 
into that service than it is creating a greater harm than it purports to correct. If in fact the new 
bridge/tracks over the Loxahatchee River make extending Tri-rail north a real possibility than we 
need to talk about that.


9. The Draft EIS was not as fully informational as we would have hoped it would be. If in fact this 
is a “run up the old flagpole to see who salutes” than I think the FRA should tell the investors 
to think again about its impacts on the many communities it proposed to travel through and 
deny federal money and federal permits until a better thought out plan is available.


Thank you for your time.
Joan Bausch
20 S. Sewall's Point Rd.
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
772-219-8285
jclb@gate.net


Comments from Joan Bausch, 20 S. Sewall’s Point Road, Sewall’s Point, FL 34996
on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida project. Dec 3, 2014
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From: Mary Win OBrien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.gov
Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for High Speed Passenger Service from Miami to Orland

 - All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 12:45:55 PM
Attachments: Florida Railroad comments.docx

Attached please find my letter of comment on the DEIS for All Aboard Florida.  My
 understanding is that the comments are due December 3.  Thanks for your attention to this
 matter.

mailto:mwinobrien@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.gov

November 26, 2014



Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE

Room W38-311

Washington, DC 20590



Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida (AAF)



Dear Sir:



	I am writing as a resident of Stuart Florida to assert that the DEIS does not justify permitting AAF to proceed with its plans to extend its tracks in order to provide high speed passenger service from Miami to Orlando Florida.  



	Before I detail some of my concerns with the DEIS, I want to also note that the feasibility of the loan itself as a financial matter is much in doubt and the loan should not be approved on financial merits alone.  Not only is the corporate structure and the provision of collateral of concern – there are several interlocking companies involved with this project but only the recently formed one Florida East Coast Industries seems to be applying for the loan.  It is not the railroad company nor is it Fortress Investment Group which owns these entities.  It is of concern that AAF is planning a passenger railroad on the same tracks that will likely see an increase in freight as the Florida ports are expanded – although some of these projects face challenges as well.  The passenger aspect may garner an increased loan but does not seem very creditworthy.  As noted in previous communications, there are only 2 non-subsidized passenger trains in the world – in France and Japan and NONE in the US.   I used to use trains – growing up in northern New Jersey we could commute into New York easily but those trains all failed.  Living in Washington DC I used the Metroliner, now Acela and the earlier passenger trains to commute from school to home in New Jersey.  Those trains were and are still subsidized. Those subsidizes are continuously under attack by members of Congress even though everyone recognizes that the subsidies are needed to sustain this service.  Finally, during the 30 years I lived in Pittsburgh PA, the commuter trains ended and we now have extensive rails to trails throughout Western PA.  



	This brief summary of just my experience can be repeated throughout the country and to date there is nothing that demonstrates that AAF will be any different.  It will serve a smaller population base than the DC to Boston trains, it must rely on tourists coming in from Miami – it is unlikely that there will be much interest in travelling from Orlando to Miami except as a return trip.  This makes no financial sense at all.   



	That said, assuming the loan is determined to be financially sound and beneficial for passenger service, the DEIS must undergo substantial reworking before any final determination can be made.  Right now it fails to address many key issues as outlined in the comments submitted by Martin County.  For example:



1. There is no adequate alternatives analysis for the North-South corridor that meets the requirements of the Code of Federal Regulations, (40 CFR, Section 1502.14). All reasonable alternatives need to be explored and objectively evaluated. The DEIS short circuited the alternatives analysis by narrowly defining the “purpose and need” as an intercity rail service that is “sustainable as a private enterprise”. The economics of the proposed project then screened out all other available routes.  But the program is not sustainable as proposed as a private enterprise – this assumption is not correct so out of an abundance of caution, the alternatives must be assessed as well.  There are well known options for a western route on other tracks owned by CSX I believe and also there is a right of way available in the area of the Florida Turnpike and I-95. Both could preserve the Miami to West Palm Beach route but avoid the destruction to the smaller counties where the tracks are in small business and residential areas.  At the meeting in Stuart FL held by the FRA I was advised that the western route was not considered because of cost and lack of ownership of the track.  But AAF is undertaking or claims to be undertaking more of the costs of its proposal in order to convince local governments to support it.  When you add in the most likely need to replace the bridge in Stuart over the St. Lucie River and all of the other mitigations, it may be that the costs are going to be closer. 


2. Martin County has a policy to encourage passenger rail service. The County should encourage passenger commuter and intercity rail service but it is incorrect to consider AAF as meeting that policy.  We need to connect Indiantown with Stuart for example not Miami with Orlando, so please do not consider this project as consistent or supported by Martin County or its residents. 


3. As stated by Martin County, the DEIS is incomplete in consideration of environmental, wetland and wildlife impacts. AAF should include an evaluation of proposed impacts and compensatory mitigation actions for impacts that will occur to wetlands, conservation uplands including rare and unique scrub areas, and wildlife including all state-listed animal and plant species. Once the impacts are evaluated and quantified, AAF should consider, at a minimum, the following mitigation and monitoring elements to offset anticipated natural resource impacts: rail corridor fencing; strategically placed wildlife crossing culverts/tunnels; and specific monitoring studies.   But note that fencing would only exacerbate other wildlife impacts, especially in areas where prescribed fire is frequently used as a habitat management tool. Animals would be trapped from crossing where they need to for numerous purposes with fencing in place. Additional trains will increase the risk for all wildlife.  


4. I want to emphasize the following from the Martin County comments. The entire wildlife and plant assessment must be redone by the proper agency.  It is not the mission of the Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to do this assessment.  We have recently had experience with USACE providing inadequate environmental information to Florida involving the dredging in the Port of Palm Beach that resulted in the denial of permits for now.  Therefore,  “the entire portion of the DEIS that assessed potential impacts to wildlife should be re-done, by the correct lead agency (USFWS), taking into account the entire regional impacts to wildlife species, including but not limited to crossing impacts, regional and sub-regional migration, habitat fragmentation, loss of habitat, etc. The wildlife impact assessment of the DEIS is woefully inadequate, and to come to the conclusion that in almost all cases there would be “no adverse impact” with any of the alternatives is an example of either the consulting agency’s inexperience / inability to consult on wildlife impacts, or a conscious disregard for existing law and the resources protected under the ESA. “


5. [bookmark: _GoBack]I live on the east side of the tracks so this project will definitely affect my daily activities. The intersections at Monterey and Indian Street, Confusion Corner and the Jensen Beach Blvd. circle are all vital to full participation in our communities.  The significant increase in train traffic in these small areas and downtowns will not be of benefit to the public health and safety.  Last year we had a freight train breakdown and it blocked the Stuart intersections from Monterey into town close to rush hour and in season.  Traffic was stalled for hours and there were several car accidents as people tried to find alternative routes.  Parents could not pick up their children from a child care facility in East Stuart and others could not get home.  This is what we have to look forward to from AAF not any benefits to our communities.  We will be the traffic jam city both on the roads and in the water and our communities will die out as people seek to live in safer and better environments. 


6. The DEIS continually addresses the concerns as either not substantial or as conditions that can be mitigated.   I suggest that if you add up all the mitigations listed in the report and by commenters that what results is an entirely different project from that used to request the loan.  At some point all those mitigations should add up to a determination that the project does not support a finding of environmental soundness and therefore should not be approved.   AAF should not be permitted to mitigate its way out of a bad idea financially, environmentally or for our communities. 



Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



Sincerely,







Mary-Win O’Brien

2600 SE Ocean Blvd. Apt. W-1

Stuart FL 34996

mwinobrien@gmail.com



From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov;

 gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman; john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner,
 D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5; Whitten, Stockton E; Knox, Scott L; Chelle Woods; Joan Legue; Jan Black;
 Sue Olson; jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee; Joanne Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein

Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 11:22:03 AM
Attachments: image.png
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DATE:  November 21, 2014

 

TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)

 

FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com

 

SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

__________________________________________________________________________

Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated
 Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little
 Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village   We are providing
 for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the demolition and replacement of the
 St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge located at the county line between Indian River and
 Brevard counties as follows: 

 

Page 6-5, 6.4.2 Section 4 (F) St. Sebastian River Bridge - The Project requires that the
 St. Sebastian River Bridge, a structure located within the FECR right‐of‐way, be
 demolished to construct a new structurally‐sound bridge able to accommodate the future
 passenger and freight traffic.  Page 6-5, 6.4.2.2 Proposed Use - AAF proposes to
 construct a new twin independent ballast deck structure with concrete piers, located to the
 east of the existing railroad bridges. The demolition and removal of the westernmost bridge
 is necessary to protect navigation uses on the waterway, as determined by the USCG. The
 demolition of the bridge is an adverse effect under Section 106 (see Section 5.4.5 in
 Chapter 5 for the finding of adverse effect) and therefore constitutes a use under Section
 4(f). The bridge is within the FECR right‐of‐way and no property acquisition is required. 
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DATE:  November 21, 2014



TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)



FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com 



SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

__________________________________________________________________________



Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village   We are providing for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge located at the county line between Indian River and Brevard counties as follows:  



Page 6-5, 6.4.2 Section 4 (F) St. Sebastian River Bridge - The Project requires that the St. Sebastian River Bridge, a structure located within the FECR right‐of‐way, be demolished to construct a new structurally‐sound bridge able to accommodate the future passenger and freight traffic.  Page 6-5, 6.4.2.2 Proposed Use - AAF proposes to construct a new twin independent ballast deck structure with concrete piers, located to the east of the existing railroad bridges. The demolition and removal of the westernmost bridge is necessary to protect navigation uses on the waterway, as determined by the USCG. The demolition of the bridge is an adverse effect under Section 106 (see Section 5.4.5 in Chapter 5 for the finding of adverse effect) and therefore constitutes a use under Section 4(f). The bridge is within the FECR right‐of‐way and no property acquisition is required.



1. The DEIS fails to represent in Bridge Crossing Map Appendix 5.3.1A, Page 6 the curve at the Brevard end (north) of the bridge (photo attached). While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in Brevard County.  



2. The DEIS fails to comment on new impacts to existing private property adjacent to the tracks in the Little Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in southern Brevard County (photo provided).  In the 88 years since the current St. Sebastian River Bridge was constructed in 1926, the Florida East Coast Railway has NEVER operated on a track to the east of its current location as the bridge enters Brevard County.  If the proposed eastern track across the St. Sebastian River Bridge reaches land in Brevard County homeowners adjacent to the tracks will find themselves with freight and passenger trains rumbling and vibrating that much closer to their bedrooms. Additionally, when the bridge meets the land in Brevard County the rail-bed is raised about four feet.  This causes further concerns about property damage due to vibrations and possible derailment.  The DEIS is silent on these concerns.  



3. The DEIS fails to consider any loss of property value and reduced home sales due to the tracks new route to the east.   Additionally, should there be an engineering or construction error when building the new bridge, residents have real concerns their property will be taken by eminent domain procedures, also not addressed in the DEIS document.  



4. The DEIS fails to include information on the Holly/Azalea Street road crossing, one-half mile south of the landfall of the St. Sebastian Bridge in Brevard County.  This crossing is also not included in the list of crossing contained in the FRA Diagnostic Review.  Additionally, the new track to the east will somehow have to connect with the existing track near this road crossing.  Again, there is no information on whether this crossing will be impacted by the reconfiguration of the tracks, whether the crossing will be realigned or what safety equipment is planned for the crossing.



5. The DEIS fails to comment on where and how construction equipment will be staged, and whether construction noise and vibrations will impact private property. 



6. The DEIS fails to comment on how bridge construction and the placement of pilings will impact the annual winter migration of the West Indian Manatee into the St. Sebastian River.  The mammal is a year round resident in the river.  However, large numbers of wintering manatees begin arriving in November and stay through March.  No steps are described that would protect or prevent the West Indian Manatee from being harmed during construction and when driving piling to bedrock for bridge construction. 



7. The DEIS fails to include any steps to protect endangered wildlife, fish or their habitat  from falling debris or vibration and noise, except to say “will be mitigated.” How do you mitigate a fish kill, dead manatee, dead wood-stork, or loss of their habitat?  You can’t create a mitigation bank for these concerns.



8. Page 5-73 Environmental Consequences 5.2.6.2 Local Context: “Sea level is predicted to rise 1 foot from the 2010 level between 2040 and 2070, but a 2‐foot rise is possible by 2060.”



The DEIS fails to state how the St. Sebastian River Bridge or any other bridge will meet the requirements as stated by the Corps of Engineers Permit application “all new structures would retain existing vertical and horizontal clearances.”  Rising sea levels will not only change the height of bridge for boaters, but will likely erode the banks and shoreline where the bridge will make landfall.  Again, the DEIS is silent on these issues.



9. The DEIS fails to account for the economic impact on area scenic boat tour operators, commercial blue crab fisherman and fishing guides who make their living on the St. Sebastian River.  No information is provided on how those making their living from the river will deal with the consequences of the construction of a new bridge on the St. Sebastian River as well as the demolition of the current rail bridge.  A partial list of area fishing  and tour guides can be found here:  http://www.sebastianchamber.com/  



10. Page 4-77 Affected Environment Table 4.3.4-2 Floodway Crossings within the Project Study Area – Table incorrectly places the St. Sebastian River in St. Lucie County 50 miles south of its actual location in at the Indian River-Brevard County line.



Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  



Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak 



Sincerely,



Micco Homeowner’s Association

Miccohomeowners@gmail.com



(3) Attachments



Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Secty Prasad, Corps of Engineers

Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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     St. Sebastian River Bridge  & curve at the Brevard County-line on the north in Little Hollywood neighborhood
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FEC Railway – St. Sebastian River Bridge approach to the Little Hollywood community of Micco in Brevard County.  Photo shows curve north of the bridge and continues north to the Holly Street road crossing.  ROW to the east to receive new track closer to homes. [image: ]
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1.    The DEIS fails to represent in Bridge Crossing Map Appendix 5.3.1A, Page 6 the curve
 at the Brevard end (north) of the bridge (photo attached). While the bridge may be in the
 right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little
 Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in Brevard County.  

2.    The DEIS fails to comment on new impacts to existing private property adjacent to the
 tracks in the Little Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in southern Brevard County (photo
 provided).  In the 88 years since the current St. Sebastian River Bridge was constructed in
 1926, the Florida East Coast Railway has NEVER operated on a track to the east of its
 current location as the bridge enters Brevard County.  If the proposed eastern track across
 the St. Sebastian River Bridge reaches land in Brevard County homeowners adjacent to
 the tracks will find themselves with freight and passenger trains rumbling and vibrating that
 much closer to their bedrooms. Additionally, when the bridge meets the land in Brevard
 County the rail-bed is raised about four feet.  This causes further concerns about property
 damage due to vibrations and possible derailment.  The DEIS is silent on these concerns.  

3.    The DEIS fails to consider any loss of property value and reduced home sales due to
 the tracks new route to the east.   Additionally, should there be an engineering or
 construction error when building the new bridge, residents have real concerns their
 property will be taken by eminent domain procedures, also not addressed in the DEIS
 document.  

4.    The DEIS fails to include information on the Holly/Azalea Street road crossing, one-half
 mile south of the landfall of the St. Sebastian Bridge in Brevard County.  This crossing is
 also not included in the list of crossing contained in the FRA Diagnostic Review. 
 Additionally, the new track to the east will somehow have to connect with the existing track
 near this road crossing.  Again, there is no information on whether this crossing will be
 impacted by the reconfiguration of the tracks, whether the crossing will be realigned or
 what safety equipment is planned for the crossing. 

5.    The DEIS fails to comment on where and how construction equipment will be staged,
 and whether construction noise and vibrations will impact private property. 

6.    The DEIS fails to comment on how bridge construction and the placement of pilings will
 impact the annual winter migration of the West Indian Manatee into the St. Sebastian
 River.  The mammal is a year round resident in the river.  However, large numbers of
 wintering manatees begin arriving in November and stay through March.  No steps are
 described that would protect or prevent the West Indian Manatee from being harmed during
 construction and when driving piling to bedrock for bridge construction. 

7.    The DEIS fails to include any steps to protect endangered wildlife, fish or their habitat 
 from falling debris or vibration and noise, except to say “will be mitigated.” How do you
 mitigate a fish kill, dead manatee, dead wood-stork, or loss of their habitat?  You can’t
 create a mitigation bank for these concerns. 

8.    Page 5-73 Environmental Consequences 5.2.6.2 Local Context: “Sea level is
 predicted to rise 1 foot from the 2010 level between 2040 and 2070, but a 2‐foot rise is
 possible by 2060.”

 The DEIS fails to state how the St. Sebastian River Bridge or any other bridge will meet the



 requirements as stated by the Corps of Engineers Permit application “all new structures
 would retain existing vertical and horizontal clearances.”  Rising sea levels will not only
 change the height of bridge for boaters, but will likely erode the banks and shoreline where
 the bridge will make landfall.  Again, the DEIS is silent on these issues. 

9.    The DEIS fails to account for the economic impact on area scenic boat tour operators,
 commercial blue crab fisherman and fishing guides who make their living on the St.
 Sebastian River.  No information is provided on how those making their living from the river
 will deal with the consequences of the construction of a new bridge on the St. Sebastian
 River as well as the demolition of the current rail bridge.  A partial list of area fishing  and
 tour guides can be found here:  http://www.sebastianchamber.com/  

10. Page 4-77 Affected Environment Table 4.3.4-2 Floodway Crossings within the
 Project Study Area – Table incorrectly places the St. Sebastian River in St. Lucie County
 50 miles south of its actual location in at the Indian River-Brevard County line. 

Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject
 the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due
 diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal. 

 

Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it. 
 It’s called Amtrak

 

Sincerely,

 

Micco Homeowner’s Association

Miccohomeowners@gmail.com

 

(3) Attachments

 

Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator
 Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman
 Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Secty Prasad, Corps of
 Engineers, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County
 Commissioner and County Manager
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From: Fern
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the proposed high speed trains going through Stuart
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:04:37 AM

My concerns,  as many other Stuart residents, is simple. The small coastal towns
 were not designed to have high speed trains run through them. The traffic backup,
 the deterrent of emergency vehicles from getting through, the noise, vibration and the
 overall wear and tear of the existing railroad tracks all call out for the stopping of this
 project.  This project benefits none of the small towns that the trains are projected to
 run through.The high speed trains will compromise the lifestyle of our historic town of
 Stuart. Both for residents and visitors, the high speed trains belong outside our city
 limits. Using the existing trains lines is an easy fix but one that will destroy life as we
 know it in Stuart and the other small coastal towns. 
There are no benefits to the residents, only costs, and an added detriment to our now
 peaceful life. Thousands of residents will be effected by this project.. It need to be
 overturned.

Sincerely,
Fern Chamberlain

Sent from Xfinity Connect Mobile App

mailto:stanfern@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: ovjack1@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Hal Fowler; Russ; Sunrise
Subject: comments re AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:16:51 PM

Anyone who will take the time to fully investigate high speed rail or light rail projects
 already constructed in the USA will discover none, not one, of these government
 financed, partially or in full, has paid for itself.  In fact they are a sponge that
 continues day after day to suck up scarce financial resources which could be used
 effectively and efficiently to fund more worth while projects.  Please do not approve
 this idiotic proposed project which will only benefit a highly select few along with the
 parent railroad company.

If the project must be approved, please insist that AAF move the high speed rail
 portion to the westside of the Treasure coast or west of Interstate 95.  Even a 10th
 grade student can see the wisdom in such a move.
Thank you,
Jack Jennings
Port St Lucie

mailto:ovjack1@comcast.net
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From: Kevin & Marilyn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments regarding All Aboard Florida EIS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:27:40 PM
Attachments: Kevin.vcf

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration.pdf

November 29, 2014

 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue,
SE Room W38-311,
Washington, DC 20590
AAF_comments@vhb.com ; 
 

Dear Sir,

I am writing to express my concerns as to the All Aboard Florida Rail expansion project (AAF)
 and its impact on my community.

I live adjacent to the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) and the railroad right of way crosses the
 land that my wife and I purchased in 1996. I walk jog and enjoy the property right up to the
 railroad right of way and would suffer a great loss from the high speed rail expansion
 proposed for this corridor.

Immediately west of the FEC tracks in my neighborhood  is the approximately 5,000 acre
 Savannas State Park. This park provides habitat for threatened and endangered species that
 will be impacted by AAF expansion.

I recreate in the Savannas State Park and as a teacher I take middle school students to the
 park on field trips.

The state park also provides habitat for animals that I consider to be important to the quality
 of life I expect for my neighborhood. I am concerned for the welfare of many animals and
 plants but more importantly I fear that some of those creatures  would pose a threat to the
 health and safety of passengers on a train traveling the speeds projected for this stretch of
 rail.

I have seen large feral hogs, deer, alligators and snakes in proximity to the FEC tracks and I am
 concerned that the light weight high speed trains could be derailed by large organisms on the
 tracks.

A “find” search of the Draft EIS turned up no mention of “Hog”. I do not believe the EIS study
 included engineering data on the consequences of a light rail train traveling 120 miles per
 hour running over a group of 300 pound hogs. Feral hogs are a constant presence in the
 Savannas State Park as well as the properties east of the train tracks. I have seen them in my
 neighbor’s yard rooting up the lawn in a group of 6 to 8 with many full grown hogs. IFAS
 reports that male feral hogs can exceed 400 pounds.

A freight train derailed within a mile of my home since we have been living here and the
 thought of a high speed passenger train derailing or colliding with a freight train worries me
 greatly. Hazardous materials are moved along the corridor and a spill could pollute the
 groundwater from which we get our drinking water. The current speeds of trains on the FEC
 tracks should not be increased.

mailto:stinnekm@comcast.net
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L. Kevin Stinnette 


10303 S. Indian River Dr. 


Ft. Pierce, FL 34982 


 


November 29, 2014 


 


Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 


1200 New Jersey Avenue,  


SE Room W38-311,  


Washington, DC 20590 


AAF_comments@vhb.com ;   


 


Dear Sir, 


I am writing to express my concerns as to the All Aboard Florida Rail expansion project (AAF) 


and its impact on my community. 


I live adjacent to the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) and the railroad right of way crosses the 


land that my wife and I purchased in 1996. I walk jog and enjoy the property right up to the 


railroad right of way and would suffer a great loss from the high speed rail expansion proposed 


for this corridor. 


Immediately west of the FEC tracks in my neighborhood  is the approximately 5,000 acre 


Savannas State Park. This park provides habitat for threatened and endangered species that will 


be impacted by AAF expansion. 


I recreate in the Savannas State Park and as a teacher I take middle school students to the park 


on field trips. 


The state park also provides habitat for animals that I consider to be important to the quality of 


life I expect for my neighborhood. I am concerned for the welfare of many animals and plants 


but more importantly I fear that some of those creatures  would pose a threat to the health and 


safety of passengers on a train traveling the speeds projected for this stretch of rail. 


I have seen large feral hogs, deer, alligators and snakes in proximity to the FEC tracks and I am 


concerned that the light weight high speed trains could be derailed by large organisms on the 


tracks. 


A “find” search of the Draft EIS turned up no mention of “Hog”. I do not believe the EIS study 


included engineering data on the consequences of a light rail train traveling 120 miles per hour 


running over a group of 300 pound hogs. Feral hogs are a constant presence in the Savannas 







State Park as well as the properties east of the train tracks. I have seen them in my neighbor’s 


yard rooting up the lawn in a group of 6 to 8 with many full grown hogs. IFAS reports that male 


feral hogs can exceed 400 pounds.  


A freight train derailed within a mile of my home since we have been living here and the 


thought of a high speed passenger train derailing or colliding with a freight train worries me 


greatly. Hazardous materials are moved along the corridor and a spill could pollute the 


groundwater from which we get our drinking water. The current speeds of trains on the FEC 


tracks should not be increased. 


While our home is a considerable distance from the tracks, my neighbors reside very close to 


the FEC right of way. The threat to life, limb and property posed by high speed trains in an area 


frequented by large animals is frightening. 


The Draft EIS is deficient in its assessment of the potential impacts on many different protected 


species. 


Scrub jay habitat restoration 


The Savannas State Park has spent a tremendous amount of time and money working to 


preserve and protect scrub jay habitat along miles of the FEC right of way. Other parks along 


the railroad have also done extensive work to hold populations against losses due to habitat 


degradation and development. 


The Savannas has been home to a thriving scrub jay population. I have seen them in the park 


and in my yard. I have read of their presence in the North Sebastian Conservation Area and 


Jonathan Dickenson State Park as well as our Savannas and other public lands. I have a difficult 


time believing that the acreage of scrub jay habitat for the entire AAF project is only 62 acres. 


Different alignment impacts range between 62 and 82 acres impacted for scrub jay – the 


Savannas State Park alone is a 5,000 acre park and there are no obstructions to limit scrub jay 


movements. 


The EIS evaluated noise as a potential impact to scrub jays but not actual impacts by trains. The 


EIS acknowledged that mortality is higher close to traffic but said it is not shown to be because 


of noise.  This indicates that normal traffic at less than 70 miles per hour is likely impacting 


scrub jays. How can they assume no significant impact at 120 miles per hour? 


Bibliography lists the Florida Scrub Jay Consultation Area Map which shows the entire project 


length from the Broward County line north as “Scrub Jay Consultation Area”. 


Other Birds and wildlife 


EIS Says no impact on Everglades snail kite because they are not present in the area. I have seen 


Everglades snail kites in the Savannas state park just hundreds of yards from the FEC railway. 


When SFWMD allowed water levels in Lake Okeechobee to rise and drown out the snails, kites 







showed up in the Savannas. The policies and conditions that led to that situation have not 


changed and the snail kite is very much endangered and in need of all available habitat. 


The EIS reports sightings of Bald eagle nests and suitable nesting area but does not examine 


potential loss from impacts to eagles or other carrion eating birds as they forage on animals 


struck by trains at high speed. I saw a young bald eagle fly west from the Indian River Lagoon 


just this afternoon and had a possum been lying dead on the tracks it would have been likely to 


stop. I have had an adult bald eagle with a juvenile on our property while the juvenile was 


learning to fend for itself. It was not such a graceful predator that a speeding train would have 


been an obvious threat. 


I have seen dead tortoises that seemed to be struck on the tracks and while I understand that 


they have survived trains for a very long time, they are under increasing pressure from traffic 


and habitat loss. Increasing the frequency of trains will increase the mortality. 


Last year I saw deer in the Savannas State Park for the first time since we moved here. Is high 


speed rail viable where deer can have access to the tracks? 


Fish spawn 


World renowned marine biologist Dr. Grant Gilmore told me that when trains pass along the 


Atlantic Coastal Ridge spawning fish cease their spawning songs. The Draft EIS makes no 


mention of any studies to evaluate impacts to spawning under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 


Conservation and Management Act – Essential Fish Habitat. The increase in the frequency of 


train traffic from both passenger and additional freight resulting from the expansion of the 


Panama Canal could bring serious impacts to important fisheries. 


Endangered plants 


The EIS indicates that there are no endangered plant species within the study area but I have 


seen the prickly-apple cactus growing within feet of the FEC right of way. The Savannas State 


Park contains nearly all of the remaining populations of the fragrant prickly-apple (Harrisia 


fragrans), an endangered cactus species.  


Lakelas mint (Dicerandra immaculate) is only found close to the FEC railroad in the northern 


part of St. Lucie County and is listed as endangered under both state and federal laws. The EIS 


need to thoroughly examine potential impacts to this incredibly rare and beautiful species. 


There exists an ecological connection between the Indian River Lagoon and the Savannas State 


Park. This connection is focused where the state park and the county’s Walton Scrub Park are 


separated only by the existing single railway. In the event that a fence separates that 


connection there will be an impact on animals that now cross the tracks to incorporate the 


richness of the estuary with their habitat in the Savannas. If there is no fence then the 







concentration of wildlife at that point and other places where private lands give cover to 


animals will have severe impacts to wildlife. 


My concerns about impacts to traffic, the burden of crossing maintenance on local taxpayers, 


the threat to safety in our municipalities, the threat to property values, longer response times 


for emergency vehicles and the restriction of free transit of our waterways has been expressed 


by our public leaders and my neighbors. These issues are of deep concern to me and are no less 


important than the concerns on which I have elaborated more fully in this letter. 


My wife and I bought property on Indian River Drive with the expectation that trains traveling 


safely would be a part of our experience of living in an historic area that grew from the 


emergence of the rail road a century ago. This expectation did not diminish our belief that the 


presence of a state park and an aquatic preserve would mean protection for the habitat that we 


consider integral to our life and the preservation of the wildlife present after a century of 


people, wildlife and the railroad existing together.  


If passenger rail becomes viable for south Florida please ensure that it is developed to the west 


of our coastal communities where impacts can be more appropriately mitigated and it will 


come as an asset to our community and not a burdensome liability. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


L. Kevin Stinnette 







While our home is a considerable distance from the tracks, my neighbors reside very close to
 the FEC right of way. The threat to life, limb and property posed by high speed trains in an
 area frequented by large animals is frightening.

The Draft EIS is deficient in its assessment of the potential impacts on many different
 protected species.

Scrub jay habitat restoration

The Savannas State Park has spent a tremendous amount of time and money working to
 preserve and protect scrub jay habitat along miles of the FEC right of way. Other parks along
 the railroad have also done extensive work to hold populations against losses due to habitat
 degradation and development.

The Savannas has been home to a thriving scrub jay population. I have seen them in the park
 and in my yard. I have read of their presence in the North Sebastian Conservation Area and
 Jonathan Dickenson State Park as well as our Savannas and other public lands. I have a
 difficult time believing that the acreage of scrub jay habitat for the entire AAF project is only
 62 acres. Different alignment impacts range between 62 and 82 acres impacted for scrub jay
 – the Savannas State Park alone is a 5,000 acre park and there are no obstructions to limit
 scrub jay movements.

The EIS evaluated noise as a potential impact to scrub jays but not actual impacts by trains.
 The EIS acknowledged that mortality is higher close to traffic but said it is not shown to be
 because of noise.  This indicates that normal traffic at less than 70 miles per hour is likely
 impacting scrub jays. How can they assume no significant impact at 120 miles per hour?

Bibliography lists the Florida Scrub Jay Consultation Area Map which shows the entire project
 length from the Broward County line north as “Scrub Jay Consultation Area”.

Other Birds and wildlife

EIS Says no impact on Everglades snail kite because they are not present in the area. I have
 seen Everglades snail kites in the Savannas state park just hundreds of yards from the FEC
 railway. When SFWMD allowed water levels in Lake Okeechobee to rise and drown out the
 snails, kites showed up in the Savannas. The policies and conditions that led to that situation
 have not changed and the snail kite is very much endangered and in need of all available
 habitat.

The EIS reports sightings of Bald eagle nests and suitable nesting area but does not examine
 potential loss from impacts to eagles or other carrion eating birds as they forage on animals
 struck by trains at high speed. I saw a young bald eagle fly west from the Indian River Lagoon
 just this afternoon and had a possum been lying dead on the tracks it would have been likely
 to stop. I have had an adult bald eagle with a juvenile on our property while the juvenile was
 learning to fend for itself. It was not such a graceful predator that a speeding train would
 have been an obvious threat.

I have seen dead tortoises that seemed to be struck on the tracks and while I understand that
 they have survived trains for a very long time, they are under increasing pressure from traffic
 and habitat loss. Increasing the frequency of trains will increase the mortality.

Last year I saw deer in the Savannas State Park for the first time since we moved here. Is high
 speed rail viable where deer can have access to the tracks?

Fish spawn

World renowned marine biologist Dr. Grant Gilmore told me that when trains pass along the



 Atlantic Coastal Ridge spawning fish cease their spawning songs. The Draft EIS makes no
 mention of any studies to evaluate impacts to spawning under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
 Conservation and Management Act – Essential Fish Habitat. The increase in the frequency of
 train traffic from both passenger and additional freight resulting from the expansion of the
 Panama Canal could bring serious impacts to important fisheries.

Endangered plants

The EIS indicates that there are no endangered plant species within the study area but I have
 seen the prickly-apple cactus growing within feet of the FEC right of way. The Savannas State
 Park contains nearly all of the remaining populations of the fragrant prickly-apple (Harrisia
 fragrans), an endangered cactus species.

Lakelas mint (Dicerandra immaculate) is only found close to the FEC railroad in the northern
 part of St. Lucie County and is listed as endangered under both state and federal laws. The EIS
 need to thoroughly examine potential impacts to this incredibly rare and beautiful species.

There exists an ecological connection between the Indian River Lagoon and the Savannas State
 Park. This connection is focused where the state park and the county’s Walton Scrub Park are
 separated only by the existing single railway. In the event that a fence separates that
 connection there will be an impact on animals that now cross the tracks to incorporate the
 richness of the estuary with their habitat in the Savannas. If there is no fence then the
 concentration of wildlife at that point and other places where private lands give cover to
 animals will have severe impacts to wildlife.

My concerns about impacts to traffic, the burden of crossing maintenance on local taxpayers,
 the threat to safety in our municipalities, the threat to property values, longer response times
 for emergency vehicles and the restriction of free transit of our waterways has been
 expressed by our public leaders and my neighbors. These issues are of deep concern to me
 and are no less important than the concerns on which I have elaborated more fully in this
 letter.

My wife and I bought property on Indian River Drive with the expectation that trains traveling
 safely would be a part of our experience of living in an historic area that grew from the
 emergence of the rail road a century ago. This expectation did not diminish our belief that the
 presence of a state park and an aquatic preserve would mean protection for the habitat that
 we consider integral to our life and the preservation of the wildlife present after a century of
 people, wildlife and the railroad existing together.

If passenger rail becomes viable for south Florida please ensure that it is developed to the
 west of our coastal communities where impacts can be more appropriately mitigated and it
 will come as an asset to our community and not a burdensome liability.

 

Sincerely,

 

L. Kevin Stinnette
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From: Steve
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments regarding All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:56:44 AM

Gentlemen,

I live in Indian River County and I am vehemently opposed to All Aboard Florida's plan to run high speed
 trains on existing East Coast Florida rail lines through Indian River County  I am in favor of high speed
 trains but the current location of  tracks are not appropriate. Tracks need to be run along the I-95/Florida
 Turnpike corridor.  I am originally from Connecticut where we had long distance, high speed  trains
 travelling through the state so I am familiar with this type of issue.  My objections are as follows:

-as with many of the interstate highways, they run through cities, cutting the cities in half. Take Hartford
 where I-91 cut the city off from its Connecticut River waterfront and I-84 basically is the end of the
 downtown area and the start of the black ghetto. The City of New Haven is also cut off from its
 waterfront. These are natural resources that should be easily accessible to the people of each city or
 town but are cut off by highways. This is no different than having heavily travelled rail lines through a
 community.

- there are too many crossings of local roads creating a safety issue with vehicles. In the northeast, rails
 were either elevated or roads went beneath the tracks to avoid this problem. On some of the less
 travelled lines, there were frequent collisions between autos, trucks and trains despite  guarded road
  crossings.

- The State of Florida is investing heavily in building the Port of Miami to take on increased business
 through the widening of the Panama Canal. This means increased freight traffic. AAF has not stated
 what they project for increased freight traffic.Currently we have 100+ freight cars travelling through on
 each train tieing up traffic for at least 5 minutes per train. With increased freight traffic, this can mean
 longer and more frequent delays and this is not even taking into account high speed passenger trains.

- Such delays in travelling are a problem for emergency vehicles attempting to get to either of the two
 hospitals in the area or to home fires, etc. Many of us, elderly or not, including myself , live on the west
 side of the tracks and have to cross them to get to the hospitals. Most fire stations are also on the east
 side of the tracks. Even a few minutes delay in getting help could mean a difference between life and
 death.

- Heavy rail traffic through the heart of our communities will destroy the character of our communities
 which we are trying to protect. Nobody can deny the negative impact of heavy freight trains or high speed
 trains on the peacefulness or character of each community.  

If Florida East Coast and AAF really want to do the right thing and hit a home run with all communities,
 they need to abandon the existing tracks, turn them over to Rails to Trails and construct new rail lines
 along the existing, heavily travelled interstate corrider. While there would be an expense incurred, you
 would get the support of the communities the lines travel through, you can ensure the tracks will be
 constructed and built to handle high speed trains at planned speeds and the speeds of the future, those
 travelling the heavily I-95 corridor will visually see the trains as an attracive alternative to driving,as they
 drive in slower congested traffic, and the many concerns brought up by residents such as safety and
 emergencies will be addressed., 

Steven Wilcox
7670 Mesetta Way
Vero Beach, Florida 32967
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From: Craig Jones
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments regarding restriction on New RIver, Fort Lauderdale.
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:22:41 PM

From: 

Craig Jones/Captain M/Y CURRENT ISSUE, 91’ Burger motor yacht.

The river is the lifeblood for those in the massive marine industry of
Fort Lauderdale. The plans that exist to further restrict free passage
to and from marinas and or boat yards on the New River is
unacceptable.

Its hard enough navigating the river during peak (boat) traffic periods,
limiting the hours we can travel - thus spreading out the traffic volume
is going to cause huge bottlenecks, longer road bridge openings and
vessels being forced to travel too close to each other, many more
passing situations in the narrow areas of the river.

This is not acceptable and can likely cause accidents and possible
injuries.

We presently work the river with commercial traffic, tour boats, tow
boats with massive yachts in tow - we do this with minimal issues.
Restrict all of us to minimal opening times and the result will be
chaotic and expensive all round.

Time to build a high level bridge for the trains.

Craig Jones/
Capt. MY Current Issue.
305.796.1022
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From: Frank Matthews
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jacobsen, Erik; "Whyte, Don"; "Payne, James"; "jpratt@burr.com"; "Jeffrey J. Newton"; "W. Michael Dennis"
Subject: Comments to All Aboard Florida - Orlando to Miami, Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project, Draft Environmental

 Impact Statement & Section 4(f) Evaluation dated September 19, 2014
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:05:47 AM
Attachments: DOCS-#393675-v1-letter_to_Winkle_-_Federal_Railroad_Administration_-

_comments_to_All_Aboard_Florida_draft_EIS_-_12-2-2014.PDF

 
Frank E. Matthews
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Hopping Green & Sams, P.A.  
119 South Monroe Street, Suite 300
Tallahassee, FL  32301 
850.222.7500 | hgslaw.com | Attorney Bio 
Direct Line: 850.425.2355
Email: frankm@hgslaw.com
Legal Assistant: Amy Chapman
Phone: 850.425.3411
Email: amyc@hgslaw.com
 
Notice:  The information contained in this e-mail message is Attorney/Client Privileged and
 confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above.  If
 the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you
 have received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at
 (850) 222-7500 and delete the original message. Thank you.
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From: Sarah Greeley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments to John Winkle re: proposed All Aboard Florida train proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:08:49 AM

To Mr. Winkle:

As a resident and homeowner in East Delray Beach, living within 700 feet of the railroad tracks and proposed All
 Aboard Florida commuter (and freight) line from Miami to Orlando, I have been following the developments with
 intense interest.   As it is, I am currently seriously impacted by the 17 freight trains and additional Palm Tran
 commuter cars which travel through my neighborhood at great speed, and am greatly concerned by the proposed 32
 passenger and 3 additional freight trains planned by AAF.  In sum, I am absolutely opposed to the continued
 development of this proposal for the following reasons:

1)  NOISE -- The current noise level of the existing trains has a profound effect on my house, and myself. 
 Whenever any trains travel through, I hear the loud whistles (3 whistles minimum per crossing, and at least 5
 crossings minimum within my audible range).  My house windows shake and vibrate, and I cannot block out the
 sounds or sensations inside or outside my home.  This occurs every day and night, making me uncomfortable and
 waking me from a night's rest.    I currently experience, at the very least, 255 train whistles during each 24 hour
 period from the freight trains -- often more.  If AAF impels their trains through my area, and do not hold to their
 promise of a quiet zone, I estimate that their 32 passenger trains and 3 additional freight trains will add at least 525
 train whistles (35 trains times 3 whistles per crossing times at least 5 crossings in my neighborhood), adding up to a
 grand total of 780 train whistles every 24 hours.  The prospect of this amount of noise, every day and night, in this
 historic neighborhood, is unbearable.  Quite possibly my legal rights to quiet enjoyment of my home, and those of
 my neighbors,  would be violated.  Pets and domesticated animals would probably suffer discomfort.  As a
 consequence of the increased, and often unbearable noise level, our property values would indeed suffer a serious
 downturn.

2)  LACK OF BENEFIT TO MYSELF AND MY CITY -- There is no benefit that I can see to the running of
 a passenger line with only four stations from Miami to Orlando through hundreds of miles of densely populated
 South Florida, and certainly not to myself or my city.  If one examines a hypothetical balance sheet, Delray Beach
 benefits are in the negative column (noise, congestion, disruption of normal traffic flow and emergency vehicle
 passage, and traffic jams.  The nearest train station would be in West Palm Beach, and the cost and difficulty of
 reaching that station, parking and paying the cost of the ticket would challenge anyone.  Delray Beach, especially
 the eastern area between 95 and A1A, is especially dense, and travelling is difficult enough as it is.  We have
 thousands of snowbirds, thousands of residents, hundreds of thousands of tourist, fifty annual festivals which clog
 the city, and a narrowing of US1, our main north/south access road through this area.  I sincerely believe that with
 the running of the trains amidst all of these other factors will simply stop traffic in its place.  Delray Beach will
 suffer, and for what benefit?  The only parties who will reap rewards and end up in the positive column of the
 balance sheet might be AAF and the immediate areas surrounding AAF's train stations in Miami, Fort Lauderdale,
 West Palm Beach and Orlando.  That is, if any passengers ride the trains.

3)  MASSIVE IMPACT TO HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS -- The audacity and arrogance of AAF in proposing
 such a massive undertaking which would so seriously impact hundreds of thousands, if not millions, of people who
 live near the rail lines, or need to cross them, is staggering.  AAF claims that their passengers trains will have
 minimal impact on the area, but I believe that this is a case of "The Emperor's New Clothes" -- an attempt by AAF
 to sugarcoat the perils in their plan by simply obfuscating or ignoring them.   We don't count very much -- those of
 us whose lives will be most disrupted by the constant traffic of trains and the resulting disruption.  The
 sheer magnitude of the seriously affected area in terms of square miles, number of crossings, amount of residences,
 cars, trucks, businesses, hospitals, shops, buses, boats, etc. is staggering. 

I am opposed without reservation to the All Aboard Florida proposed train project, for the reasons which I expressed
 above. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider my issues.

mailto:palm1princess@yahoo.com
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Sincerely,

Sarah B. Greeley
Resident of Delray Beach, Florida 

    
           

      



From: Frank Terranova
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments vs AAF plans
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:34:58 AM

Something is wrong here. 

 Does it make sense for a "for profit" company to spend almost 1/3 billion dollars to upgrade
 infrastructure on railroad tracks that they don't even own?  AAF merely has a license to use
 the tracks for passenger service--they don't own the tracks.  If AAF borrows the money to do
 so, and that loan is not co-signed by FEC railroad, if AAF goes broke,  does FEC get the
 upgrades free and do we, the public,  get stuck with their bill?

Does it make sense for AAF to spend almost 1/3 billion for track upgrades when it might be
 able to get the same passenger license from CSX for significantly less---and without the
 additional bother of construction, etc.,  and be ready to roll almost immediately thereafter?

Does it make sense to run the railroad through the more heavily populated, tourist attracting
 waterfront areas, and heavily recreational areas when it can be run,  with the same proposed
 stops as the AAF proposal, through the middle of Florida,  using the CSX tracks which are
 already updated to Class 1 and need no further upgrades?  We've already had this discussion
 with I95 and the answer was  "No",  build the road more to the west.  What has changed that
 decision now, which would allow the railroad to run through a more heavily populated area
 than what I95 proposed to go through years ago?

Does it make sense to have the Treasure Coast, with all of the RR crossings it has, have to
 worry about their citizens enduring additional safety crossing issues, quiet zone issues, and
 vibration issues ---as well as some of the costs for the upgrades that might be necessary for
 these crossings, when the train can run through the center of the state where these issues are
 much fewer, less frequent and have already been taken care of with the upgrades already in
 place?

Does it make sense to have AAF run through its proposed route and have to open and close an
 almost 100 year old bridge an additional 32 times per day  when this entire situation can be
 avoided by shifting to the west and using CSX?

Without looking at anything else, the answer has to be to deny the AAF application as
 proposed-----unless of course there have been some special benefits to some special interests
 of which we are not aware.   If  AAF's stated goal is to move passengers from Miami to
 Orlando , and vice versa, within three hours, this can still be accomplished, and possibly
 accomplished cheaper and easier, by using the CSX tracks---and without going through the
 Treasure Coast.   

Frank Terranova,  Sebastian, Fl.
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From: Jwwestie@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:43:32 AM

I have lived in Vero Beach for 40 years and the East Coast Railroad crosses important streets (with lots of
 traffic) 11 times just in Vero Beach.  The frequent closings of these crossings will cause delays to
 everyone who drives in Vero Beach and more importantly delays for fire and police responses.
 
As the train has no planned stops in Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties those trains are nothing
 but a major nuisance.  If we have to go to West Palm Beach to use it we might as well drive to Orlando.
 
No consideration of the population of these coastal counties was taken when these plans were made.  I
 cannot possibly see enough passengers to use it to need the 16 round trips a day projected. 
 
If the plans had been made to put in new tracks west of these coastal towns it would have caused much
 less negativity from the residents.  I know it will be more expensive but would have gone far in helping us
 residents be more positive toward AAF.  Now we just feel like we're be taken advantage of with no
 benefits.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith A. Wakefield 

mailto:Jwwestie@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Robert Boswell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:05 AM

It is ridiculous to spend more money on this project when budgets are tight and we are laying
 off school teachers. robert boswell
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From: Judy Saucerman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:23:59 AM

Can’t  imagine, after having lived and worked, raised and schooled four daughters in Vero Beach,
  three of whom have their families here, the total detrimental effect that the All Aboard Florida
 would have on this area if implemented.
 
Please don’t even consider allowing  AAF to ruin our community..
 
Judy Saucerman

625 11th Place
Vero Beach, Florida 32960
 
(772) 562-4725
 
Judysa4445@gmail.com
 

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: smmerian@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:08:15 PM

Negative -  why not go WEST of 95?   I do not want my town divided into East and West Vero Beach. 
 Our hospital, shopping, beaches, etc., will all be out of our reach with your trains speeding by.  Why not
 build your tracks WEST of I95?
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From: SLinda5938@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:26:56 PM

To Whom It May Concern

    This comment is made about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, dated
 September 29, 2014, {DEIS), prepared on behalf All Aboard Florida – Operations
 and/or All Aboard Florida Holdings LLC (collectively or individually, as the case may
 be, AAF) with respect to a proposed railroad facility project within the State of Florida
 (AAF Project).

The AAF Project includes a fixed rail guideway intended to be used for both
 passenger and freight trains on an existing railroad right-of-way between Miami and
 Cocoa (N-S Corridor: currently used by freight trains) and by only passenger trains
 on a right-of-way to be acquired between Cocoa and Orlando.

For 36 years I practiced law as a public finance attorney at Briggs & Morgan
 Professional Association, a Twin Cities law firm in Minnesota.  I retired from the firm
 in 1998 and from the practice of law on a pro bono basis as of the first of this year. I
 now reside in Vero Beach, Florida. This comment is therefore being emailed to you
 solely in my capacity as a concerned citizen who, along with countless other
 residents in Indian River County, oppose the AAF Project because of the detrimental
 impact it will have on the communities within the county.

            In my opinion one of the fatal flaws in the DEIS is that it inadequately takes
 into account the fact that the AFF Project  will materially enhance the capacity of
 Florida East Coast Railway LLC (FECR) to increase its freight operations along the
 N-S Corridor. The construction of a second track and numerous crossovers, the
 rehabilitation of the existing single track, the bridge repairs and replacements over
 waterways, the additional sidetracks and the use of advanced modeling software
 (described below) compel that result. Remember:

            -Both tracks will be configured and operated to handle seamlessly either
 passenger trains or freight trains, and
 
            -Passenger train use of the corridor is restricted to the hours of 6:00 AM and
 12:00 PM – leaving the rest of the 24 hour day for strictly freight train usage.[From
 9:00 PM to 12:00 PM the number of passenger trains still using the N-S Corridor
 rapidly diminishes at each end as the trains are retired for the day – thus providing
 even more room for freight train service.]
 

In short, for purposes of the DEIS the AAF project should be treated as a
 hybrid project that, under close analysis, may well turn out to benefit freight service
 even more than passenger service along the N-S Corridor.

            AAF, and for that matter even the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), have
 pretty much ducked the fact that the AFF Project is a hybrid project. The closest they
 have come to officially acknowledging  the issue is in the October 2012
 environmental assessment (EA) jointly prepared by AAF and FRA for the segment of
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 the AAF Project from West Palm Beach to Miami (Phase I AAF Project). As stated in
 the EA:
 
            "The provision of a mostly two track new railroad (in place of the existing
 mostly single track railroad) is likely to enhance freight reliability and capacity, in
 addition to accommodating the proposed passenger service."
 
            In the January 2013 FRA Findings of No Significant Impact (FNSI) for the
 Phase I AAF Project, FRA dropped the explicit EA reference to likely enhanced
 freight capacity and stated instead that the two track system "has been optimized
 through Berkeley Simulation Software's RTC modeling software to provided sufficient
 capacity for the on-time performance of the proposed passenger rail service, as well
 as existing and future freight demands."
 
            In the same vein, the DEIS addresses the hybrid nature of the AAF Project
 only to show that it will have no adverse impact on fright transportation :
 
                        “The Project would not adversely impact (and will benefit) current
 freight train service on the FECR Corridor”

 

            `           ”The N-S Corridor has been designed to cause no adverse impact on
 freight operations and has an assumed beneficial impact on freight operations.
 Infrastructure modifications and upgrade from a mostly single-track system would
 improve freight efficiencies, as represented by average operating speeds.”
 
            The conclusion that the AAF Project will have no adverse impact on freight
 operations is of course a no brainer. By focusing on that red herring issue, however,
 the DEIS takes the reader’s eye off the bigger issue that the DEIS grossly downplays
 (and even appears to cover up) the adverse impact  increased freight train service,
 induced by the AAF Project, will likely have on communities along the corridor. To
 this end, the DEIS
 

-       relies solely on  AFF’s self-serving estimate of 3% per annum
 “organic growth” in freight service along the N-S Corridor for the next
 20 years, whether or not the AAF Project goes forward,
 

-       provides no estimate of the daily number and length of trains that
 could reasonably transport freight along the N-S Corridor at
 maximum capacity, assuming of course passenger train usage too,
 and

 
-       either inadvertently or intentionally at page 5-8 makes it impossible to

 ascertain what assumptions and data were used in the referenced
 “Table 5.1.2.3” in support of the conclusion that freight train usage
 would have no “significant impact on traffic, ” [i.e. closure times at
 railroad crossings] under the “No Action Alternative.” The reason:
 That Table, entitled “Passenger Diversion from Other Modes of



 Transportation,” (at page 5-9) has[Ps1]  nothing to do with closure
 times at railroad crossings.

 

The reality is that under the “No Action Alternative” the constraints of a single
 north/south track will in itself likely keep the annual freight growth at 3%. The reason:
 3% annual growth is probably all of the demand the Florida East Coast Railway
 (FECR) could reasonably manage on the N-S Corridor, absent the other substantial
 improvements covered in the AAF Project that would still benefit a single track on that
 corridor
 
The additional reality is that FECR is well positioned to capture increased freight
 demand anticipated by the widening of the Panama Canal. As stated by the Louis
 Berger Group, Inc.in its All Aboard Florida Review of Assumptions and Forecast,
 attached as an exhibit to the June 4, 2014, Preliminary Offering memorandum, used
 by AAF and AAF Finance Company, for the toogle bonds issued by them to help
 finance Phase I of the AAF Project:
 
“FECR has a longstanding sound freight operation. It has exclusive freight
 agreements with the Port of Miami, which is investing in logistics, access, 50 foot
 drayage, and other improvements to improve operations and accommodate larger
 vessels coming through the Panama Canal. FECR is the only east Florida coast
 railroad providing rail connections  from the Ports of Miami, Everglades (Fort
 Lauderdale) and Palm Beach through Jacksonville, connecting to CSX and Norfolk
 Southern and the rest of the U.S. It has an established intermodal business including
 drayage services, and a sound and diversified customer base including agriculture
 products, building products, building materials, automobiles, and more.”
 
    In light of the above, the DEIS should have included for the N-S Corridor an
 independent estimate, over the 20 year timeline, of freight  growth and of the 
 maximum daily freight handling capacity in terms of both number and length of the
 freight trains. Such an estimate should assume completion of the AAF Project and
 passenger train use of the corridor.
 
    The DEIS should then have assessed the environmental impact and appropriate
 mitigation based on each estimate. Failure to do so destroys the credibility of the
 DEIS.
 
    Peter H Seed
   180 Island Sanctuary
    Vero Beach, Florida 32963
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From: Robert Soule
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: Comments
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 11:28:50 AM
Attachments: Support Letter - Transportation.docx

Mr. John Winkle,
Please accept the attached letter of support for the All Aboard Florida project.
 
Thanks and Regards,
Robert H. Soule
President
E-C Imaging, Inc.
Nuclear Specialists, Inc.
407-947-5292
 

mailto:Robert@ec-imaging.com
mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com.

September 25,2014



Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W38-311

Washington, DC 20590



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would re-establish passenger rail between two of the state’s most congested, visited and populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state’s east coast. 



As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation’s third most populous state, the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and result in increased productivity for train passengers.



[bookmark: _GoBack]The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 





Sincerely, 



Robert H. Soule

Winter Park, Florida







From: John Watson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments, Draft EIS, All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:29:35 PM

Attn:  John Winkle
          Federal Railroad Administration
          Washington, D.C.

This email is sent in support of All Aboard Florida. 

As a native Floridian in his early sixties, I have watched Florida grow to become the 3rd largest state by
 population in our country. Florida's landscape has certainly changed over the past few decades and
 many wonderful people from around the globe now call Florida home.  Florida has wonderful attributes
 but also challenges that would face any rapidly growing area.  One of those challenges is transportation.
  

All Aboard Florida would provide a piece of the solution by offering our residents and visitors a safe and
 efficient travel alternative between Miami and Orlando. And, hopefully one day to other parts of our great
 state.  I lived in Miami for eleven years and now reside in Longwood, Florida, right outside Orlando.  As a
 business person, I have done my share of automobile travel between these two business centers and
 often dreamed that someday there would be an easier, safer and faster link between South and Central
 Florida.  All Aboard Florida is stepping up to the plate and I could not be more pleased.  

Florida's highways are overburdened and capital construction has not been able to keep up with
 demand.  Florida's future and financial wellbeing depend heavily on tourism but we must provide our
 visitors safe and affordable travel options.  I do not see how All Aboard Florida is anything but a win-win
 for Florida.  

As I understand it the train would, for the most part, track along an already existing rail corridor.  This puts
 All Aboard Florida, and only All Aboard Florida, in the unique position to be a financially feasible project.
 As I see it, we have one shot at this opportunity to help alleviate overcrowding on our highways, keep our
 tourist industry strong and healthy, create much needed jobs and at the same time be kind to our natural
 environment.  It is unlikely Florida taxpayers have an appetite for an equivalent publicly financed rail
 project so I wholeheartedly support this private option and wish All Aboard Florida only success.      

John C. Watson 
JWatson2200@gmail.com

    

mailto:jwatson2200@gmail.com
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From: Ivyki@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:57:50 PM

To Whom This Concerns:
Plans to significantly increase train traffic through the Treasure Coast Area will be destructive to
 businesses, quality of life and livelihood of the area.  Businesses along the tracks in Vero Beach have
 been notified that their properties, and in some cases their buildings, will be required for the right of way. 
 For one private company to be able to seize the properties of other private companies against their will is
 tantamount to stealing and should be illegal.  This project will offer nothing but destruction of the charm,
 environment and beauty of the area.  Evidence to support ridership for 32 passenger trips per day is
 unconvincing.  Other options should be explored. 
Thank you.
Ivy King
Vero Beach, FL

mailto:Ivyki@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: John Resnik
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 11:33:59 AM
Attachments: determining_the_cause_of_train_delay.pdf

     AAF developed their own evaluation criteria to be able to proceed with the project. Six
 determining factors: How convenient. DEIS PG.3-2

    This includes: price per ticket needed to operate, projected rider requirements, travel time to
 suite the projected ridership, transportation corridors, limit cost, and commence construction
 immediately.

    AAF STATES “THEY HAVE THE RIGHT OF WAYS AND INTEND TO USE THEM
 TO THERE FULL EXTENT INCLUDING THE POWER TO LIMIT ACCESS OF
 FEDERAL WATERWAYS AND THAT THERE WILL BE RE-WRITES IN THE
 FEDERAL REGISTRY TO ACCOMADATE THEM”.

  FECR Route alternatives: NOT HAPPENING, not financially feasible and CSX would
 dictate the schedule.

BRIDGES, BENDS, SPEED, AT GRADE CROSSINGS, FRA SAFETY STANDARDS,
 SCHEDULES:  FRA Statistics 2013 Fl. Is 9th in the county at rail grade crossings and 4th

 in trespassing fatalities and casualties, 14th in the county at grade crossing fatalities and
 casualties.

DETERMING THE CAUSE OF TRAIN DELAY,

RTC (rail traffic controller) 2010 AREMA (American rail way engineering and maintenance
 of way association)   Unscheduled delays are stochastic (random probability) and are a
 leading factor in unreliability and instability of a network. * No schedule complete can be
 kept without laying the burden of delays on the public. Pg. 5-16/20. RTC TIMES @ US1 RR
 BRIDGE, assumed times @ *20 minutes*, perfect scenario times. 32 x 20 = 640min. 10.667
 hrs. (NO MATTER HOW THE NUMBERS ARE SHOWN THEY ARE DECIEVING)

US-1 Draw- Bridge was to be removed, your county voted to keep it for nostalgic reasons. Not
 AAF fault you do not have a straight passage line through the RR bridge.  “GET RID OF
 THE US1 BRIDGE”

A train traveling 50 mph requires approx. 1 mile to stop, (Monterey road street crossing). An
 unscheduled event; vessel struck the ST. Lucie RR Bridge or one got stuck between the
 bridges preventing proper closure of the RR Bridge signaled by the RTC.

 If AAF is shortening the distance notification from the archaic bridge signaling with RTC to
 shorten the time the bridge will cycle and thereby selling this as a benefit to the public.

In reality they can-not stop that train in time to prevent a disaster. No crystal ball, no stopping
 that train running into an open bridge unless they have the proper time and distance for a
 secondary confirmation that the bridge is down. It has to be down and locked in by the time
 that train traveling at 50mph passes by Monterey.

mailto:john.resnik@acyinc.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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ABSTRACT 
 
Class 1 railroads are expected to face increasing capacity constraints due to long-term 
projections of growth in both freight and passenger traffic.  To prepare for this growth and to 
strategically determine the best capacity expansion projects the Class 1 railroads make extensive 
use of a simulation tool known as Rail Traffic Controller (RTC).  This tool can be used to estimate the 
capacity of existing or propose track and signal configurations.  One of the primary outputs of these 
analyses are estimates of train delay.  Delay is the extra time it takes a train to operate on a route due to 
conflicts with other traffic.  Reduction in delay is often used by the railroads to calculate the benefit of a 
project or operational change.  However the specific factors that cause these delays are not well 
understood.  We used RTC to categorize and quantify the delay due to different types of conflicts and 
operational causes.  The conflicts considered were meets, passes, mainline restrictions and entry delay.  
The operational causes considered were the delays due to acceleration, braking, reduced speed and dwell 
time.  The results were studied for trends and offer a better understanding of the principal factors that 
contribute to train delay.  With delay being used as the primary metric to select projects, understanding 
the leading causes of delay is important to plan capacity more effectively and economically.  This work 
provides insight into the outputs railroads use for their decision making and potentially allows planners to 
more effectively choose specific alternatives that will provide the greatest benefit.  
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INTRODUCTION 


Class 1 railroads are expected to face increasing capacity constraints due to long-term 


projections of growth in both freight and passenger traffic (1).  In order to accommodate this new 


traffic railroads will need to modify operational practices and build additional infrastructure.  


Railroads are increasingly using simulation to plan these changes and projects.  One of the 


primary outputs from these simulations used by railroads as a metric for capacity and efficiency 


is train delay.  Delay is influenced by a number of factors and its relationship to capacity is 


indirect.  Simulations of railroad operations were performed under a variety of volumes and 


traffic mixtures and the delays categorized by source and conflict.  The results offer better insight 


into the different factors that contributing to train delay. Better understanding of this capacity 


metric will enable railroads to conduct more effective capacity planning by focusing on 


alternatives that will provide the greatest reduction in delay. 


 


DELAY AS A CAPACITY METRIC 


Delay is often used as a metric of capacity; however, delay is a measure of level of service, not 


capacity and the relationship between delay and capacity is complicated.  Delay can be defined 


as either the difference between the minimum, or unopposed, travel time and the actual travel 


time or the difference between the scheduled and actual travel time.  Using either definition, 


delay increases as the level of service offered decreases.     


Trains can be delayed by both scheduled and unscheduled events.  Scheduled delays are 


incorporated into the timetable as buffer time to allow for conflicts with other traffic.  


Unscheduled delays are stochastic and are a leading factor in unreliability and instability of a 


network.  Unscheduled delays can be caused by numerous events including: mechanical failures, 







 


malfunctioning infrastructure, weather conditions, excessive boarding times of passengers, 


accidents at highway-railroad grade crossings and so on (2,3).  Delays to one train can lead to a 


cascading effect of delays to other trains.   As a route nears its theoretical capacity the probability 


that a delay will lead to subsequent delays increases, while the ability to recover from these 


delays decreases (4,5,6). 


The amount of delay is related to the volume and type of traffic on a route (7).  With 


more traffic the number of meets and passes increases, and headways are reduced, increasing the 


probability of a delay causing additional delays to other traffic.  It is generally agreed upon that 


delays increase exponentially with volume (Figure 1a) (4,7,8,9,10).  However, the specific delay-


volume relationship is dependent on the traffic mix on a route (7,8,11).  Different train types 


have different operating characteristics influencing the amount of delay that a train experiences.  


Heterogeneity in these train characteristics causes additional conflicts increasing delays (Figure 


1b) (7,12,13,14). 
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FIGURE 1: The delay-volume (a) and delay-heterogeneity relationship (b) 


 







 


The maximum capacity of a route is dependent on operational decisions by the railroad.  


When determining capacity each railroad determines the maximum tolerable delay based on the 


traffic mix, route geography and service requirements.   Greater tolerable delays will increase the 


capacity of a route, but decrease the level of service and reliability (Figure 2) (15). 
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FIGURE 2: Maximum volume based on maximum allowable delay  


 


DETERMINING THE SOURCES OF DELAY 


There are numerous factors that cause train delays and there has been limited previous work 


investigating the magnitude of the various operational causes.  One of the best analyses to date is 


by Gorman (16).  In his work he created a train run time model from empirical data for eight 


BNSF subdivisions.  He used the data to statistically calculate the amount of delay caused by 


various factors including: meets, passes, headway, secondary effects, priority and HPT.  He 


identified meets, passes and overtakes as the primary causes of delays.  This work uses 


simulation instead of empirical data to determine the magnitude of delays caused by different 


operational factors. 


 


Methodology 







 


We used the simulation software Rail Traffic Controller (RTC) from Berkeley Simulation 


Software in order to calculate the impact of the various mechanisms that affect train delay.  We 


used RTC because its flexibility permits rapid evaluation of different scenarios and because of its 


widespread acceptance and use by the North American railroad industry.  For this analysis, delay 


was defined as the difference between the minimum, or unopposed, run time, and the actual run 


time required to traverse the route.  Using RTC’s Train Performance Calculator (TPC) the speed, 


position and acceleration data for each train were collected.  The TPC data, along with time-


distance diagrams were used to identify the conflicts that caused each delay.  The delay was then 


divided between the delay accumulated while the train was braking, traveling at a constant speed 


below normal, stopped and accelerating.   


The route and train characteristics used for this analysis were chosen to represent the 


characteristics of a typical route and train types.   While specific characteristics of individual rail 


lines are unique, the rail line used for this analysis is intended to represent the characteristics of a 


typical midwestern North American single-track mainline subdivision.  The train types used for 


this analysis are intended to match the attributes of intermodal and bulk trains.  The attributes 


were chosen to approximate actual characteristics, but generally the “intermodal” trains represent 


freight trains with the highest maximum speeds, power to ton ratios and dispatching priorities, 


while the “bulk” trains represent those with the lowest speeds, power to ton ratios and 


dispatching priorities.  


 Simulations were performed using RTC over seven different levels of heterogeneity with 


a constant volume of 40 trains per day.  For each configuration a series of five simulations were 


performed.  In each simulation sixteen trains were analyzed, eight in each direction with the 


number of trains of each type corresponding to the percentage of that train type in the scenario.   







 


 


Factors of Delay 


The delays were categorized by conflict and source.  Conflicts considered in this work are meets, 


passes and line restrictions (Table 1).  Meets were classified as any delay due to conflicts with 


one or more trains traveling in the opposite direction.  Passes were classified as any delay due to 


conflicts with one or more trains traveling in the same direction that result in one train overtaking 


another.  When a conflict involved multiple meets and passes, the acceleration and braking delay 


were attributed to the first conflict while the extra dwell time required to accommodate the 


additional conflicts were attributed to each conflict accordingly.  Line delays were classified as 


any delay due to one train being slowed down by a preceding train traveling in the same 


direction that does not result in an overtake. 


For each conflict the specific operational source was identified.  Sources of delay include 


the delays while a train is braking, accelerating, at a constant slower speed or stopped (Table 


6.1).  By splitting the delay up into conflicts and sources, it is possible to see which type of 


conflict has more delay, why that delay is occurring, and how it changes with changes in traffic 


composition.  


 


TABLE 1: Categories of Delays 


Conflicts Sources


Meets Accelerating


Passes Braking


Line Reduced Speed


Stopped  


Average Delays 







 


The delays due to each conflict and source of delay are combined to determine the total delays 


for each traffic mix (Figure 3).  The delays were greatest with heterogeneous traffic.  However, 


the greatest amount of delay was not when heterogeneity was greatest but when the majority of 


traffic was bulk trains.  The traffic composition that results in the greatest delays is dependent on 


the characteristics of the specific trains.  In this example each bulk train experiences greater 


delays due to its poor operating characteristics, and therefore the combined effect of the larger 


number of these poor performing trains and the effects of heterogeneity are greatest when the 


traffic is 75% bulk trains.  
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FIGURE 3: Average Delays with Different Traffic Mixes 


 


Conflicts that Cause Delays  


When sorted by type of conflict most of the delay is accumulated during meets (Figure 4).  The 


delays from meets are much larger than delays from line or pass delays.  Each type of delay 







 


changes differently with changing traffic.  The delays due to passes are the greatest at the highest 


levels of heterogeneity while mainline delays are the same with all levels of heterogeneity.  The 


delays from meets closely follow the trend of the average delays.  Consequently, the increased 


delays due to heterogeneity are primarily from increased meet delays.   
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FIGURE 4: Average Delay by Conflict and Ratio of Bulk to Intermodal Trains 


 


Sources that Cause Delays 


Each source of delay has a different trend with regard to traffic mix (Figure 5). The delays while 


a train was traveling at a reduced speed were minor and relatively constant over all traffic mixes.  


The delays while a train is braking and accelerating increased with larger percentages of bulk 


trains.  These delays are therefore due to changes in traffic and not increased heterogeneity.  As 


the percentage of bulk trains increases the acceleration and braking delays increase accordingly. 







 


The stopped delay is the only delay that increased with heterogeneity.  Therefore, the 


increased delays with heterogeneity are due to a greater amount of time trains are stopped 


waiting in a siding.  There are two possible explanations for this.  First, at the higher levels of 


heterogeneity there is a greater likelihood two trains of different priorities will meet resulting in 


less efficient meets.  These inefficient meets result in longer dwell times because a train will 


enter a siding earlier than it otherwise might.  Secondly, higher heterogeneity results in more 


complex conflicts in which a train is met or passed by more than one train resulting in more time 


stopped.   
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FIGURE 5: Average Delay by Source and Ratio of Bulk to Intermodal Trains 


 


DISCUSSION 


By categorizing delays the specific conflicts and sources that cause them can be identified.  This 


work suggest that increased delays are the result of trains waiting longer in sidings to resolve 







 


additional and more complex meets at the highest levels of heterogeneity.   Passes were found 


not to be a major source of delay on single track indicating that speed difference alone is not a 


significant factor affecting train delay.  Independent of heterogeneity in speed, higher average 


speeds will reduce dwell times and improve capacity on a single-track route.     


 Time spent stopped in sidings for meets was found to be the leading cause of delay and 


efforts to reduce train delay should focus on reducing this time.  Possible methods of reducing 


this delay include increasing the speed of trains, reducing siding spacing, equalizing priorities, 


and adding a second track.  Increasing speeds decreases the time it takes to resolve conflicts.  


Reducing siding spacing allows for trains to stop closer to the point of conflict thereby reducing 


waiting time.  Removing priorities makes meets more efficient since the first train to arrive will 


enter the siding.  Lastly, adding a second track eliminates delay time from meets.   


  


CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK 


Simulation is increasingly being used to plan for future growth and improve current operations.  


The primary output from the simulation software is train delay, with the reduction in delay often 


being used to determine the benefit of a project or operational change. However, the specific 


causes of the delay are not well understood.  Using simulation software delays were categorized 


by conflict and source.  The results showed that the source of delay that increased due to 


heterogeneity was the time a train spent stopped in a siding to resolve a meet.  Using this 


information the best way to improve operations are changes that either reduce the number of 


meets or reduce the time a train is stopped while in a meet.   







 


 Additional work using this methodology will permit a better understanding of the impact 


of various operations.  Future work should be completed that considers multiple volumes, no 


priorities, different infrastructure configurations and passenger traffic. 
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NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE: NO AAF, then you will get no improvements to the railway.
 You are going to get all the freight regardless, so if we don’t make these improvements and
 make it better for AAF to happen, then they will let it get worse. SEEMS LIKE
 BLACKMAILING THE PUBLIC…

 

 

  

 

 
 
John M. Resnik
Operations manager
6800 S.W. Jack James Dr.
Stuart, Fl. 34997
Phone: (772) 286.2835
Fax: (772) 288.4993
Mobile: (772) 215.9156
Emergency: (772) 288.4147
www.americancustomyachts.com
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From: Royal Ballroom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments/Passenger Rail Project
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:34:27 PM

According to what we have learned from the All Aboard Passenger Rail Project, the idea of
 building new railroad tracks and dramatically increasing the number of trains that will run
 through our neighborhoods each day is to be able to transport people between Orlando and
 Miami.

However, we have also learned that the ports on Miami will be increasing in size and the need
 to transport the new cargo that is arriving at that port will soon increase. As we know, freight
 trains are already one of the main sources of cargo transportation.

How can the Federal Railroad Administration guarantee that the new tracks that are now being
 built for specifically for passenger trains will NOT be later used to transport freight trains
 through our neighborhoods?

You will be getting the loan to build these tracks because these tracks are supposed to serve
 the general public by providing them with transportation in the form of passenger trains, but
 how do we know that later on these same tracks will not be additionally carrying freight
 trains? How do we know that at some point these tracks will no longer carry passenger trains
 and will instead carry only freight? There is no guarantee that the loan you are receiving will
 actually benefit the public in the long term and that we will not just be left with a huge
 negative impact on our community in the future.

mailto:royalballroomdance@gmail.com
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From: George Childers
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: "George Childers"
Subject: Comments-All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 11:46:21 AM
Attachments: image001.wmz

oledata.mso

To Whom It May Concern
Federal Railroad Administration
 
I am in accord that a large number of residents and tourists
 traveling from south Florida to the Orlando area would be well
 served by a railway running between the two areas of our state.
 This might certainly curtail the need to expand currently over-
utilized roadways and help eliminate traffic congestion. I also
 agree that the distance between South Florida and Orlando is
 optimal for rail travel, however, I do not agree that the proposed
 route is optimal.
 
Whether the railway will offer an alternative that is reliable,
 environmentally friendly, affordable, and incredibly convenient at
 this time questionable. I point to a number of issues that have
 been raised from those communities along the proposed route
 including; noise and vibration, added delays for commuters at
 crossings, emergency response delays, navigational issues, effect
 on real estate values, and the potential for taxpayer involvement.
 
This project can be a win-win for everyone by simply changing the
 alignment of the route. The areas from West Palm Beach south
 through Miami will receive the greatest benefit and provide a pool
 of riders necessary for a viable operation. In reverse, passengers
 traveling from Orlando will most likely be destined for South
 Florida. Thus, a more direct route from Miami/Ft. Lauderdale along
 the currently proposed route to Palm Beach Gardens, then turning
 northwest following the Florida Turnpike to Orlando would appear
 to furnish the “best of both worlds”. Those residents along the
 Brevard coast presently are satisfactorily served by bus
 transportation. The one way trip takes approximately thirty to
 forty minutes with a low cost per passenger mile. Conversely, the
 cost of building a new rail system between the Orlando/ Cocoa
 area, and the resultant cost difference between existing bus and
 proposed rail system does not make economic sense.
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From: Robert Maisano
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerned about the traffic backups due to AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 1:20:05 PM

I am very concerned about the traffic backups due to the proposed All Aboard Florida train
 especially in Stuart, FL.  Auto and boat traffic will be delayed due to the thirty-two passenger
 trains a day and also to an increased amount of longer freight trains.  There is only one track
 on the bridge at the St. Lucie River crossing.  The bridge closings are going to be more
 frequent and longer.  The speed of the trains has to be slow in this area due to the bends in
 the track.  Even though AAF will try to time the north & south bound trains to arrive at the
 same time, only one train can cross the river at a time.  Each hour, there will be one train, or
 two if a freight train is coming through, waiting north and/or south of the river crossing.  As
 they wait, they will be blocking street crossings.  Boaters will be waiting while at least two
 trains block the river each hour.  If everything works efficiently and there only two passenger
 trains, the trains will be blocking the river and cross streets for at least 10 minutes each hour. 
 If you add in a freight train this will be more like 20 minutes.  Imagine the street traffic that
 will back up, especially during season.  Imagine sitting in your car for twenty minutes. 
 Imagine sitting in your boat for 20 minutes.  How far will traffic back up?  Will emergency
 vehicles be able to get around?  How much fuel will be wasted each hour?  Certainly many
 will avoid downtown Stuart due to these delays.  How will this affect businesses in Stuart? 
 How many businesses will be forced to close?

Does Stuart have to suffer to make high speed passenger train service in Florida a reality? 
 Many Floridians are proponents of a high speed train between Miami and Orlando.  But at
 what cost?  The best solution for Stuart and many of the communities along the Treasure
 Coast is for the train to be routed along the turnpike.
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From: Grant Gyland
To: AAF_Comments_Reply; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;

 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com
Subject: Concerned Citizen
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 9:43:20 AM

Dear Sir / Madam,
 
As a resident of Tequesta, Florida and recent first time home buyer I would like to share a recent
 experience that will only become more prevalent with the addition of the AAF passenger rail
 service.  Due to an astonishingly unkempt  railroad bridge going over the Loxahatchee River, the FEC
 freight train was unable to cross the river thus blocking all three railroad crossings at County Line
 Road, Tequesta Drive and Riverside Drive located on the north side of the Loxahatchee.  During this
 time emergency vehicles were unable to cross the tracks as I witnessed them sit with their lights
 flashing amongst traffic.  I have been an avid boater my whole life on the Loxahatchee and can
 attest that the crossing over the river is rusting through and is in deplorable shape.  If AAF is to forge
 ahead more delays like this are not only probable, but unavoidable. 
  
  There is no upside to our communities and areas of business such as downtown Stuart, Tequesta,
 Jupiter as well as areas such as the New River in Fort Lauderdale by letting more train crossings
 occur for a train that merely passes through. The impact on both the emergency vehicle service
 disruption both on and off the water as well as the lost revenues in taxes from the devaluation of
 our lands is purely unacceptable.
 
Promises from All Aboard Florida are not enough. They've been anything but transparent up to now
 and in the EIS they have hidden behind "mitigation" claims rather than openly addressing potential
 negative impacts with clear action steps. Their loan request should be denied.  Please make our
 voices heard and oppose AAF from damaging our beautiful waterside towns and businesses.
 
Sincerely,
-Grant Gyland
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From: Marcia Markwardt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerned on Indian River Drive
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 1:17:03 PM

To Mr. Winkle, and the FRA,

I am certain I have no new additions to the negative impacts list that the All Aboard Florida project
 will have on the environment or on the communities that this rail service is running through. But
 it's important for all of us who oppose this absurd, outrageous project to add our voice and name
 in protest AGAINST this ill conceived venture.  How can you or anyone within the FRA sleep at
 night knowing you are putting so many residents at risk?  Yes risk because factually we will be
 cut off from emergency vehicle access numerous times during the day!!  Critical minutes lost to
 save a life.  I never thought moving to Indian River Drive would mean I would be putting my life at
 risk, but if AAF becomes a reality, that is exactly what I have done. How dare anyone
 compromise the safety of so many!!  There are over 500 homes on Indian River Drive alone
 who's occupants will be deeply and negatively impacted by 32 AAF trains plus freight trains
 passing through.  This is insanity of the highest order to expect we would all sit quietly and not
 put up a fight.  PLEASE do the right thing and do not support this project.  Are we speaking to
 deaf ears? 
Sincerely,
Marcia Markwardt
5209 S. Indian River Drive
Fort Pierce, FL  34982
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From: Craig McPhaden
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerns about AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:56:15 AM

I live in Delray Beach near the railroad tracks that AAF will be using.  With the increase in
 trains the noise level will be unbearable.  We need some form of soundproofing in the form of either
 a wall between the tracks and my residence or sound proofing our windows.
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From: Zyrkowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerns about All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:16:02 PM

To whom it may concern:
We are against the proposed plan for the all aboard Florida train system for the
 following reasons:
 
1. The train will go through the towns on the eastern seaboard of Florida, and this will
 increase the noise and pollution along our coastline.
 
2. Because the proposed route follows the current tracks, emergency services will be
 delayed at railroad crossings with the increased trains per day.
 
3. We live off Oslo Road in Vero Beach and in order to go to our doctors or the
 hospital or many of the services we use, we need to cross the tracks.  If there are
 30+ trains per day, this will greatly impact the traffic and congestion along the
 routes. 
 
4.  We are greatly concerned about high speed trains going through these heavily
 populated areas.  We fear this will greatly increase the number of fatalities at RR
 crossings.
 
5.  Most of the crossings are old and will need to be rebuilt in order to accommodate
 these passenger trains.  This means that roads, crossings and bridges will be out of
 service to traffic while repairs and upgrades are made.
 
6.  This state relies on tourism for its economy and while setting up this train service
 may get tourists through the state, it will ruin the coastline and tourists will not want to
 visit here.
 
7.  We are all fortunate to live in a state that still has a great deal of open land. Why
 can't the train service be relocated away from the coast line.  There is less traffic,
 more open land and less populated communities inland. 
 
Thank you for reading our concerns.
 
Mr. Steve Zyrkowski
Mrs. Jeanne Zyrkowski
2995 Piedmont Pl SW
Vero Beach, Fl 32968
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From: Michael Rosen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Credability of the FAA DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:32:13 PM

Michael Rosen

5437 SE Major Way

Stuart, FL 34997 

Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue

SE Room W38-311

Washington, DC 20590

RE: DEIS GENERAL CREDABILITY 

Mr. Winkle,

You have in your position Thousands of letters sighting disagreement with the
 conclusions reached by the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). These
 letters demonstrate with facts, examples and comparisons a large number of serious
 flaws in the study.  Generally, the assumptions used by the study’s authors are
 shaded to understate the negative impacts of All Aboard Florida (AAF) and maximize
 its projected benefits.  

A critical assessment of the DECS shows a blatant disregard for the health and
 welfare of the residence of Martin, St Lucie and Indian River counties. The
 organization that was hired to produce the DEIS allowed itself to be influenced by
 AAF. The DEIS and its authors have no credibility. Accordingly, AAF must be denied
 approval for all of its currently proposed expansion plans.

Yours truly,
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Michael Rosen

 



From: Anthony Tatakis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Croissant Park resident
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:41:57 PM

You need to make sure we get the Wayside Horns.
 
Anthony Tatakis
Portfolio Controller
Gumberg Asset Management
954 537-2700 X606
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From: Ray Godfrey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Dear AAF , I am writing to ask you to please reconsider and not ignore the impact of your using the present

 tracks for your new high speed trains. Consider the difficulties you will be causing in the lives of thousands of
 people who live near the track...

Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:56:02 PM
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From: treasureinlife@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Dec. 3, 2014 AAF Response.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:23:50 PM

December 3, 2014
 
Good day Mr. Winkle,
 
I have been a resident in Jupiter, Florida since 1979.  I own a condo within 1,000 feet of the railway.  I can
 deal with the current train traffic though I hear the horn advising that the bridge is going down,the train
 horns and even the vibrations of the trains, but increasing by an additional 32 during the day as well as
 freight traffic is going to ruin our community.  I reside across the street from Tequesta, however, the
 police and fire stations that would serve me are other side of the tracks.  Actually, the Police would have
 to cross the tracks going east on Indiantown, then cross them a second time to get to my condo.  In an
 emergency having the train tracks stopped could be fatal. 
 
There are a lot of low income, minorities who ride their bikes toward Alt. A-1-A and carry them across the
 track from Center Street to Tony Pena to shop at Publix, T. J. Maxx or Shoe Carnival.  I can not see this
 as being a good thing for this area.  Someone is going to be killed.
 
I was hiking the Florida Trail this past weekend with friends.  There is a section where it is imperative that
 one must cross the track.  Yes, there is a no Trespass sign, however, this is a Florida National
 Scenic Trail.  I understand that area will be 110 MPH.  People don't realize that a train going 110 miles
 an hour will be in your face within 30+seconds.  How are you anticipating dealing with that problem? 
 
The train will then go to Hobe Sound which is a small town with a lot of Bible College students who walk
 and ride bikes.  Again, this is a dangerous situation.  The further north you go the smaller the towns and
 the more minorities, low income people who don't drive and cross the tracks frequently as a shortcut. 
 This is going to be a major hardship on many and the FEC Railroad is going to have a lot of lawsuits on
 their hands from the deaths that are going to happen.  Port Salerno is the same, small towns, lots of
 minorities.
 
If people want to get from Orlando to Miami they need to take Amtrak, the Government already is
 subsidizing that service.  Why must we subsidize this route as well, especially since it is going to do such
 harm to those of us who reside here. 
 
My property is going to devalue so much by having a high speed train here and I can't afford to move,
 plus I love this area. I implore you to seek an alternative route.
 
Please find a way to run your high speed train in the western section of the Palm Beach County and not
 put such a hardship on the locals.
 
Thank you.
 
Peggy Brassard
Jupiter, Florida
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From: Moore, Murphy L - STUART FL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS AAF Comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:26:45 PM

I am against having more frequent trains causing  safety issues and disrupting my life and the lives of
 my family.  In the peace of my home the train horn and train noise currently interrupts and prohibits
 continuous conversations.  Any additional trains would likely cause sufficient distractions so as to
 reduce the value of my home in the Mariner Sands community in Stuart.  Home sales are already
 being delayed and impacted in anticipation of the 32 additional trains per day.  Please do whatever
 you can to prevent the destruction of our quality of life and the value of our property.
 
I also experience frequent delays  already because I work on the opposite side of the tracks. When
 going to and from work I often notice emergency vehicles taking the same route. The addition of
 more trains will inevitably cause more delays and potential risk to reaching those in need of
 emergency help.
 
Please help stop the disastrous impact on our community.
 
Thank you,
 
Murphy Moore
 
 
Murphy L. Moore, CFP®, CRPC®

Wealth Management Advisor
Senior Portfolio Advisor
Moore Panchura Wealth Management
Merrill Lynch Pierce Fenner & Smith, Inc.
FL9-866-01-00
2301 SE Monterey Road
Stuart,FL 34996
Phone:  (772) 223-6721 
Fax: (772) 621-5129
NMLS ID: 521171
Email:  murphy_moore@ml.com
Web-site:  http://fa.ml.com/mpwm
 

 This message, and any attachments, is for the intended recipient(s) only, may contain
 information that is privileged, confidential and/or proprietary and subject to important terms
 and conditions available at http://www.bankofamerica.com/emaildisclaimer. If you are not the
 intended recipient, please delete this message.
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From: John Couriel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS Comment | All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:31:46 AM

Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
As a resident of South Florida and frequent traveler, I write in strong support of All Aboard Florida.  A
 primarily privately-funded express intercity passenger rail service is extremely attractive to me and my
 family for personal and business travel. 
 
As a citizen, I’m also encouraged by the potential economic impact of a 21st Century rail link between my
 hometown and the Orlando area.  The downtown Miami station site in particular is really in need of the
 kind of investment that All Aboard Florida promises to make; it’s an area undergoing rapid and
 spectacular transformation, and the world is very much coming here every day.  World-class
 infrastructure will go a long way toward elevating the city and region as a destination.  Just this week, for
 example, thousands of art fans will descend on Miami for Art Basel and related activities.  Whether it’s
 that activity, or the Boat Show next month, or the book fair in November, there are many wonderful
 reasons to visit Miami from abroad and – if it’s easy to do so – also spend a few days in Orlando or some
 of the beautiful places in between.
 
Moreover, while we as a state are doing relatively well on the job-creation front, the direct employment
 impact of building and operating the project would be a timely shot in the arm to the area’s economy. 
 
In short, I would use All Aboard Florida for business and personal travel, and would encourage my family
 members, clients, and out-of-town visitors to do the same.  As a taxpayer and voter, I’m persuaded that
 it’d be a good thing for our region and would further distinguish Florida as a wonderful place to visit and
 live.
 
Very truly yours,
 
John
 
John D. Couriel
+1 305 967 6115
 
KOBRE & KIM LLP
www.kobrekim.com
New York  |  London  |  Hong Kong  |  Washington DC  |  Miami  |  Cayman Islands  |  BVI
 

This e-mail message is from Kobre & Kim LLP, a law firm, and may contain legally
 privileged and/or confidential information. If the reader of this message is not the intended
 recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended
 recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-
mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify
 the sender immediately and delete this e-mail message and any attachments from your
 computer without retaining a copy. 
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Soule, Ali
Subject: DEIS Comment card submission
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 1:49:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
DEIS comment cards to FRA - 49 cards 9-30-2014.pdf

Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached 49 individual DEIS comment cards provided by the general public.
Regards,
Chris
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida

2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com

Follow us:  

 
 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: William.Marsh@CH2M.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: andyl@jupiter.fl.us
Subject: DEIS Comments 1
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 9:44:29 AM

Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please note the following comments based on the DEIS submitted by All Aboard Florida:
 
1.            The Alternatives Analysis is inadequate.  The assessment of the E-W segment s given more

 attention than the Phase 1 assessment of the longer N-S corridors.  The details given on the
 N-S corridors focus on land acquisition and logistics and do not provide any substantive
 information on populations or demographics of the areas that would be impacted by the
 alternative routes.  While it make be most feasible for AAF to use the FEC corridor, this
 corridor is by far the most populated and presents the highest likelihood of impacts too
 human health and safety.  In addition, while economic benefits may be realized at the rail
 termini, no mention is given to the adverse economic impacts on communities by-passed. 
 In addition, there is no substantive evaluation provided of projected negative impacts to
 property values in areas near the FEC corridor. Residents along the FEC corridor should not
 be economically impacted by AAF’s desire to use a cheaper and logistically simpler route. 
 The DEIS does not provide anything approaching sufficient information on the N-S
 alternatives analysis.

 
2.            Cumulative and secondary effects are not adequately addressed.  Negative impacts on

 communities by-passed and not served are not evaluated.  The effect of additional
 accessibility is assumed to be positive, when in fact, the opposite is often the case,
 particularly when an area's natural resources are the main attraction.  Secondary effects of
 increased future freight transportation are also not addressed even though new Panamax
 size vessels will be operating before the proposed AAF project is complete.

 
3.            There is inadequate assurance in Section 7.2.1 that traffic will not be significantly adversely

 impacted.  While acknowledging increased road closings, the applicant only states they will
 work with State and local traffic planners.  We need to see the results of any analysis and
 also a scope schedule, and budget for periodic reviews and updates (which in our area
 should be seasonal at a minimum).

 
4.            Impacts of additional train traffic in Jonathan Dickenson State Park have not been

 adequately addressed. Simply using the existing tracks is not enough.  There will be more
 trains and faster trains which will increase hazards to wildlife and present a barrier to
 wildlife populations.

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
 
Regards,
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Bill Marsh
561-529-2295
wmarsh@ch2m.com
 
 
 
 
 



From: miccohomeowners@aol.com
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS COMMENTS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:12:54 PM
Attachments: Woods-DEIS comments.pdf

Attached please read and respond to my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Study.
Thank you,
Michelle Woods
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From: Susan Burgess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IS INCOMPLETE. PLEASE REQUIRE AAF TO SUBMIT A COMPLETE ONE FOR

 COMMENT
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:24:47 PM
Importance: High

Dear Sir:
I reside in St. Lucie County at 5405 Citrus Avenue, Fort Pierce Florida 34982. My name is Susan
 Burgess and I am a 30 year resident at that address. I am within hearing distance of all trains
 going up and down the FEC railroad tracks.
 
I am writing to ask you not to go forward with the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
 All Aboard Florida's proposed passenger rail service. The DEIS is incomplete. It completely
 ignored Fort Pierce with its National Register buildings and historic downtown that the tracks
 run through. It mischaracterized St. Lucie County as a rural county instead of a county with a
 population of 250,000 people, almost all of whom live along the coast, in the vicinity of
 Interstate 95 and the Florida's Turnpike and east.
 
It failed to take into account the safety of pedestrians, wildlife, children, pets, who cross the
 tracks on a regular basis. Simply saying they shouldn't do that is ignoring the fact that they do
 and they will. How much is a smashed child worth? AAF refuses to put a 10 to 12 foot fence
 the length of the entire corridor to help ensure safety. They expect local governments to pay
 for crossing safety.
 
They did not account for the very large number of low income people living near the tracks. St.
 Lucie has one of the lowest per capita incomes in the entire state of Florida. Yet, AAF
 arrogantly chose to ignore that.
 
Their trains will block navigable waterways many hours of each day while the railroad bridges
 are down. This is damaging to the economy of the East Coast of Florida and to the entire
 state.
 
Their proposed number of passengers and rationale to claim a profit is bogus since two other
 railroads are unable to make money. They have the arrogance to start building stations
 before they know if the rest of their plan is feasible. So they will end up with a massive shuttle
 service from West Palm to Miami.
 
Every government north of West Palm has written you very detailed protests letters saying
 they do not support this railroad and that they request a thorough, complete, and UNBIASED
 DEIS FOR YOU TO CONSIDER.
 
In addition, 30,000 people have signed petitions requesting this not be approved. U.S.
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 Congressman Patrick Murphy has raised significant questions that must be answered,
 
 There is an active rail society with members from all over the country writing in to you in
 support of this railroad, including people from outside of the United States! These people are
 not to be counted in what is a matter for the East Coast of Florida.
 
AAF just took delivery of three more locomotives for its coming freight boom. It plans to use
 the same tracks for more and more freight trains. Once the passenger service goes bankrupt,
 mile long freight trains will replace it. Archaic laws from 2 centuries ago are allowing this
 company to stomp all over local residents and citizens and thumb their noses at us. You must
 not participate in this fraudulent charade.
 
My opinions mirror those already sent to you by all of the local governments and several
 organizations including the Florida Not All Aboard group and the Indian River Neighborhood
 Association.
 
I am asking you to please not approve the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and not to
 approve any loans to All Aboard Florida/FEC, FECI, Fortress Investment.
 
Susan Burgess
5405 Citrus Ave.
Fort Pierce, Florida 34982
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Jeff & Irene
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:20:07 PM

To Whom It My Concern:
 
My wife and I live in Hobe Sound, FL (Martin County), having relocated to this area 3 years ago
 from Boynton Beach, FL (Palm Beach County).  A big part of the reason for our move was the
 charm and peacefulness of Martin County compared to Palm Beach County, from less traffic
 (road and rail) to less noise to an area more conducive to walking and bike riding along its
 quite streets and roads.  We are also active boaters and routinely travel in the Stuart
 waterway under the Roosevelt Bridge and through the passageway that is offered when the
 Stuart railway bridge is open/up for the FEC tracks.  Currently when a train comes through
 and the railroad bridge is lowered, a significant delay can be experienced by boats not able to
 travel underneath during the time the train is crossing, which is most of the marine traffic due
 to the low profile of the bridge when down.  To think of 32 more closings per day for any
 amount of time is troubling both from the delay, back-up, and inconvenience for boaters but
 also the stress that will be put on that 60+(?) year old bridge and potential for breakdown.
 
We have read the DEIS put out by the consultants hired by AAF and feel it is incomplete in its
 evaluation of not only the area it desires to operate through Martin County but any
 alternative routings further west of the coastal area.  If AAF would utilize existing tracks in the
 more western side of Martin County (where I-95 and the FL Turnpike run), much less
 opposition would be put up from residents along the coastal communities since their quality
 of life would be much less affected.  We believe an “independent” economic and
 environmental impact study should be done and considered before a Final EIS is published.
 
We also question the need for such service.  Amtrak already provides existing service between
 Orlando and Miami – why do we need more trains?  Many years ago we understand a similar
 venture was tried and lost millions and went bankrupt after only 2 years.  The Tri-Rail already
 currently runs between Palm Beach and Miami, reportedly losing money each year.  Why do
 we think this service will have any different outcome?  And who then picks up the tab if the
 money to put this system in place was borrowed from taxpayers?
 
At a minimum, we question why so many trains (16 each way per day) to begin with?  Why not
 start with fewer (say 4 per day each direction) to demonstrate need or demand for more
 rather than running empty trains at significant cost right from the start?  This way
 communities affected would also have a chance to “grow” and get acclimated with the
 impact of the new service to their way of life without it being so dramatic of a change.   Again,
 it is hard for us to believe such public need exists when other rail options already exist or have
 failed in the past.
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We appeal to you to listen to the voices from our coastal communities and at a minimum, get
 another Impact Study done by an independent 3rd party before any decision is reached on
 this projects feasibility.
 
 
Sincerely,
Jeff & Irene Millar
7814 SE Spicewood Cir
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
 
 
 



From: Frank Leslie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 8:42:55 AM

Frank R. Leslie, BSEE, M.S. Space Technology, LSM IEEE
1017 Glenham Dr., NE

Palm Bay FL 32905-4855
(321) 768-6629     fleslie@fit.edu or f.leslie@ieee.org    

November 28, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Room W38-311,
Washington DC 20590                                                            email: AAF_comments@vhb.com
 
Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida,
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:

I am against further increases in train traffic through Palm Bay Florida.
Since the advent of shipboard container ships, rail traffic has substantially increased from

 Miami north. These long, heavy trains awaken me at night almost every one-half-hour, even
 though I live about 0.7 miles from the closest tracks. The sound is primarily in the estimated 5
 to 30 Hertz range, and it is perceived mainly as a low-pitched rumble acoustically and by
 ground vibration. Since trains do not always sound their air horns now (by Brevard County
 agreement), this perception differs substantially from the DEIS findings of four hundred feet.
 The Turkey Creek crossing bridge is not the only point at which the noise occurs, although
 that is the closest bridge to my home. Trains are heard several miles north and south.

If All Aboard Florida runs 32 trains in addition to ISC trains, this is a significant change
 over the existing and presently undesirable conditions.

Light rail terrorism now occurs. Whether a high speed train strikes a vehicle or a
 trespasser, significant damage and death will occur for many feet, and the residues of either
 causes environmentally contaminations in the area. This would likely disrupt the schedules,
 which now are normally every half-hour during the night.

The “need” for AAF trains seems based upon factors other than cost, and the business
 model should be considered. Is there really a need to avoid air or vehicle trips, or is this
 business dependent upon subsidy tax money. What is the true (without subsidies) cost per
 passenger over 30 year’s amortization? $1000 per person? Who or what agency makes up the
 rest of the fare so that the passenger doesn’t pay the full cost but only a fraction?
Sincerely yours,
 
 
Frank R. Leslie
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From: Emily Cole
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:04:29 PM

I have many areas of concern re: the implementation of the new rail system
 through Vero Beach and along the Treasure Coast.  The living areas here
 are compressed into a thin strip along the coast and there isn’t a lot of
 room for anything as intrusive as speeding trains ripping through the middle
 of residential and commercial areas many times a day.  And I have heard
 there will eventually be three tracks—can that be right?  Three tracks? 
 That is madness in a congested area like the Treasure Coast.
 
I am not a FL resident but I am a home owner and a tax payer and I spend
 quite a lot of money here every winter, helping to boost FL economy. 
 Tourism and snowbirds are a major part of the economy here.  What will
 happen to that economy if people begin to leave because of the hassles
 posed by increased noise pollution, dust, dirt, and inconvenience of getting
 from one side of town to another with such an increase in trains stopping
 traffic every day.  I have seen the reports from AAF stating that there
 will be no impact on traffic, no noise, no dust and dirt, etc.  I have tried
 to understand the impact statement itself, not an easy thing to do, and
 from what I saw, there will be no impact at all.  Who is there who would
 believe that?  I have lived near trains all my life and know there is no
 truth to it.  Trains do have an large impact, which is why an effort is
 made to separate them from habitations.  In the north east that is done
 by running the trains on elevated tracks and through industrial or sparsely
 populated areas so there are no street crossings and as little impact on
 people as possible. 
 
But this is not the case in the plans that AAF has come up with.  AAF plans
 to run their trains right through the middle of town after town.  Within a
 short distance from my home in a gated community in Vero Beach, as a
 matter of fact.  Most of these homes are owned by snowbirds who, like
 me, support the local economy in big ways.  But the thing about snowbirds
 is that we all have other homes to go to.  So if we should leave the area,
 perhaps selling at bargain prices because of the diminished quality of life at
 a time when the housing market is just trying to restore itself, there goes
 the economy down the drain.         
 
I said early on when AAF first came out with their plans for the Treasure
 Coast that the most logical place to put the trains is down the center of
 the state along the FL Turnpike corridor, preferably on elevated rails.  I
 read now that many voices are echoing those sentiments.  It would be the
 right thing to do for FL.  Even better is the idea put forth in the Press
 Journal recently of turning the present track system into a rails to trails
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 project.         
 
Emily Cole
5152 St. David’s Dr.
Vero Beach, FL



From: Bertha B.
To: john.winkle; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:11:00 PM

I have read just about every single page on that report. It really seemed like it was a copy and paste of what All
 Aboard Florida tells its people.  Did anyone who produced the EIS get out and actually look at the residential
 areas?  Did they watch the traffic backup on Indiantown Road or Tony Pena? They used a census from 2010. Do
 they even realize all the development that has occurred in Palm Beach Gardens, Jupiter, Tequesta, Stuart since
 then? 

I am sorry Mr. Winkle but I have LIVED here all my life. I am a Realtor and watched this town develop and have
 been a property owner.  I find many things in the report to be disturbing and not forthright!

1. Will not affect the values of residents or interfere.
     YES it will. Many homeowners are already placing their homes for sale because of the INCREASE in Train
 Traffic.  Going from 8-14 trains in 24 hours in a day to the additional 32 AAF during the day? .  The increase
 during the daylight /working hours. Who will be able to entertain in their properties without having to hear or see a
 train. Who will be able to watch TV without hearing a train?  The dirt that already is produced from the freight will
 be exceeded by a train rolling by at 100 miles an hour. Who wants to hear a train going by all day when they are in
 the comfort/sanctuary of their homes?   
One thing is hearing  once every " several hours" which it is presently or weekends hardly at all to Hearing it ALL
 day and night!  Big difference. AAF will run from 6am to 9PM.  32 trains!!! On top of freight.  

2.  There are more people living within 1000 feet of the report than what it suggests.  At 1000  feet the homes
 already rattle and one can hear the trains. At 500 feet or less which IS what most homes in the Northern County are
 developed around . Evergene is having a mass exodus as Is many other very nice family neighborhoods because of
 All Aboard Florida. Isles my neighborhood is concerned ,people in my neighborhood I am asking them to wait
 please. I don't want to see the bottom fall out. At one point there were twelve homes for sale. There were ZERO
 before the announcement was made about AAF.

  If you drive JUST along A1A in Palm Beach Gardens and Jupiter alone you will see homes immediately behind
 the tracks.  Lots and Lots of family upper middle and high end developments. Actually you will see them on both
 sides of the tracks.  There are no walls to mitigate the noise and the dust and pollution these trains produce.  I95 at
 least put up sound walls. AAF wants to do nothing. Big deal with the quiet zones. My taxes will go up thanks to
 that!

3. They say no affect on town tax dollars?   Houses and neighborhoods selling before the trains come because they
 can't live with the impact of the additional trains.  NO impact on tax dollars?   They are going down already
 because of it.  This project is NOT beneficial for the north county where wonderful family developments and
 businesses are. 

4. The traffic on Indiantown road, Donald Ross Road ( which by the way has a bridge too) , Tony Penna , Hood
 Road, Northlake, will be backed up for miles and held up because of the trains 54 times a day. They say no real
 impact. It took me with a short freight train one morning 15 minutes to make a left turn off of Indiantown road. 
 Between the railroad crossing arms going down, going back up and the lights... 15 minutes.  Please remember that
 was a "short"  very short train.  They are predicting 2 mile freights??? What is anyone thinking???? Then on top of
 that AAF...32 trains.  We will never leave the stop lights and crossings.  

5. Understand.. to get to the hospital, to the beach , to our homes, most of us MUST cross the tracks. AAF is not a
 good idea. This is over 166 miles that AAF will be covering that will see NO benefits.

6. Who north of WPB will drive 30 minutes Minimum, to get to the WPB train station to go back up to Orlando? 
 No ONE that I know. It takes me max 2.5 hours to get to orlando now and 1.5 hours to get to Miami. Why would I
 use the train.  A 30 minute drive, park my car, pay for parking and wait for a train??  Then when I get there... what
 do I do for a car???? I need my car to get around. Expensive to rent, take a taxi etc. This is not NYC with the
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 subways.   That makes no sense and it doesn't to anyone that I have spoken to in the North County.  

7. This will "CREATE" more traffic backlogs, more congestion north of WPB and will NOT take any traffic off our
 road. What it will do is create problems. Please look into this. It will not remove any cars from the road North Of
 West Palm Beach. Even the people in Orlando said if they were coming to Jupiter why would they get on a train to
 rent a car to drive back 30 minutes ?? This is just a ruse for freight. They want to take the money to use to upgrade
 the tracks and ruin our quality of life.

8. Financial repercussions to ALL homeowners in the North county with absolutely NO BENEFITS.  Our taxes will
 go up that we have to pay because our towns will have to pay for additional tracks they want to put down and the
 maintenance of the quiet zones and crossing arms.  Remember we have no stops and no benefits.

9. JOBS.  That is a joke. Who will they employ in northern palm beach county from our residents that is well versed
 in laying tracks? They will not employ any of our residents. If they do find a few it is only temporary.  No
 stations,no employees,no train business ,no jobs!

10. Bring in revenue???? Where to Miami and Ft.Lauderdale and Possibly WPB but to the Northern town? 
 Absolutely NOT!   We are anywhere from 30 minutes to an hour from the Main Station in WPB.  Why would
 people want to stop off in wpb rent a car to come to Stuart, PBG,,Jupiter, Tequesta hobe sound?   These people that
 do ,land at airport and rent a car.  They live at our beaches, at our restaurants and own seasonal properties here
 already.  This makes NO sense for Northern Palm Beach County. 

11.  Waterway and bridges and Boaters::::.  People who own property by the water do so ,so they can go boating. If
 they have to wait 30 minutes on the side of a bridge for the bridge to go up and down 54 times a day even 32 times
 a day they will boat elsewhere and move out of their homes they purchased because of waterway access.  I
 Personally KNOW a physician who has already contacted me in Jupiter because of this and is contemplating
 placing their home on the market.  They will not put up with this and are worried about their property value going
 down because of the water access.  

12. It will hurt the wildlife in Jonathan Dickinson state park. I see the wild life dead all the time already by the
 tracks on A1A.  They get hit by the trains. Can you imagine what a train going 80-110 miles an hour going to do
 going all day long?  

13. If a train derails in Northern Palm Beach County it will have two choices... derail in a family neighborhood or
 derail in heavy traffic .  Is that what FRA wants.  We are NOT a rural area. WE are a busy family area!

This project will not for north county  :

   1. Reduce cars on the Road
   2. Bring tourists to our area
   3. Bring added revenue
   4. Add jobs to our area
   5. Stop congested roadways
   6. Be beneficial in any way to our communities
   7. Expedite the trip to Miami or to Orlando 
   8. Help boaters or homeowners,businesses on the water.

What this project will do for North County
  1. Hurt Property Values
  2. Cause more congestion on Roads
  3. Hurt waterfront properties and businesses
  4. Hurt residential neighborhoods
  5. Impair quick responses from First Responders
  6. Cause families taking a loved one to the Emergency Room to be stuck at the tracks. INCREASE in probablity!
  7. Raise Taxes
  8. Reduce Property values therefore Reduce INCOME to the towns.



  9. Higher Risk of train DERAILMENT into residential areas!!!!
10. Boaters will not do business with anyone that has a fec bridge because of the wait times.
11. Outdoor restaurants will loose business because who wants to eat with a train going by evey few minutes??
 Spreading the dust/dirt that it DOES bring.
12. Encourage people to move out of the area.
13. People moved to north county to get out of the hustle and bustle of city life in Miami, Ft.Lauderdale etc. Moved
 away from NY because of this.. They want to ruin the quality of life. 
14. NOTHING GOOD will come of this for the north county except being collateral damage by a big New York
 firm who does not care for the quality of life of residents!!
15. Low income people in Riviera Beach,Lake Park will be affected since their homes and business back up to the
 tracks. Literally back up. 
16. Longer waits at crossings. They say one minute...Not Quite. The traffic needs to stop, and go again and they do
 not take in consideration traffic lights and the Bridges going up and down.  ONE Minute is a Public Relations
 Ploy!.  Makes it sound good but not what will go on in real life!. 
17.  Make North Palm Beach, Palm Beach Gardens, Jupiter, Tequesta, Hobe sound, Pt.St.Lucie,Stuart, Vero etc.
 Collateral damage. There are more towns in the 166 miles between WPB and Orlando that this project will hurt
 rather than help. 

Please ,Please look into this project. It is not a feasible project . Have them go West or not at all !!  CSX already said
 they would work with them. If they get this RRIF loan our quality of life will be ruined. I personally will be
 "forced" to move from what I thought was my  retirement home, I will be forced to loose money on a property that
 because of the increase in trains people are not wanting to even come look at.  They (AAF) say and have said
  publicly they "don't" need the RRIF loan to do what they want ,,,,,,so why use our tax dollars ???  This is not the
 train system that South Florida envisioned.   High Speed Rail along I95 is what we wanted. NOT this mess ,that
 will destroy our quality of life and pocket books. ,

As it stands now New Home Buyers are telling Realtors............No Where in close proximity to the proposed train
 tracks!   Never in 24 years had anyone stated that!  Why,,, because there is a difference in a few trains to Over 54
 trains a day, ohhhh and they want to add tri rail then  which will be over 74 Trains a day.  Talk about ever getting
 across the tracks or enjoying ones home.  It "WON'T happen. 

I hope you do what is in the best interest of the North County Residents and not in the best interest of BIG
 Business.  This WILL NOT BENEFIT us in any way ,shape or form.!!! 
Thank you,

-- 
Regards,

  Bertha  

Bertha B.Matics 
Realtor
Keller Williams Real Estate
(561)371-7607



From: A. Lee Craft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Delays from AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:06:50 PM

My Name: A. Lee Craft

My Email: alcraft7@gmail.com

My Address:

8095 SE Golfhouse drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455Deal

Delay In medical response time , and for other emergencies would COST LIVES. This is on
 your shoulders. quality of life and property values would decline. 
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From: Ken Bradley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Deny AAF the right to run passenger trains (and increased freight train traffic) through the Treasure Coast along

 the existing FECR Tracks
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 9:06:36 AM

Deny AAF the right to run passenger trains (and increased freight train traffic)
 through the Treasure Coast along the existing FECR Tracks.  Move the tracks
 west of town along I-95 or the Florida Turnpike.
 
Visualize This:  A True High-Speed Train System built along either the I-95 or
 Florida Turnpike Transportation Corridors West of our Coastal Cities and
 Towns.  The Florida East Coast Railway Tracks have been replaced with a
 Landscaped Linear State Park Greenway with Bicycle and Walking Paths that are
 highly utilized by our citizens and enhances the quality of life rather than
 destroying it.
 
You may recall that a True Florida High-Speed Rail Project with speeds of up to
 186 mph was proposed with initial service between Tampa and Orlando and with
 plans to extend the service south to Miami along the existing I-95 and Florida
 Turnpike Corridors that already have traffic overpasses and noise abatement
 walls along the populated areas and which would allow the trains to attain much
 higher speeds. There would be no issues with the trains bisecting the towns and
 stopping Automobile, Public Safety Vehicles, Marine Traffic and Pedestrians
 along the way 32 times (or more) each day.
Governor Rick Scott, during his second month on the job in 2011 rejected a
 whopping $2.4 Billion Dollars in Federal Money to help build this Proposed High
 Speed Rail Line from Tampa to Orlando and Orlando to Miami. Why?
 
Now Privately Owned Florida East Coast Railway is trying to force a Second Class
 Not-So-High-Speed System on us using a century old rail right of way that has
 long outlived its usefulness.  This Route through the Treasure and Space Coasts
 bisecting our cities and towns will significantly damage the Quality of Life,
 Health and Safety of our Citizens and the Economies of the Region.
 
One of the major incentives for FECR to upgrade the tracks is to allow more
 Freight Trains through our region as a result of the Port of Miami
 Improvements which will allow Huge International Container ships to unload
 there and the containers to be transported via rail with more potential for
 derailment disasters along the way.
 
Scott has now pledged $215 Million in Florida State funds to build a massive
 Orlando Transit Hub with an additional $467 Million from the Greater Orlando
 Aviation Authority totaling $682 Million to serve the Privately Owned All
 Aboard Florida.   This helps only Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, Palm Beach and Orlando
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 and does nothing for the Treasure and Space Coasts as both passenger and
 freight trains loudly rumble through our cities and towns and across our
 waterways at least 32 times per day.
 
I suggest the following:  Offer Florida East Coast Railway / All Aboard Florida
 an easement along the Florida Turnpike or I-95 to build new tracks in exchange
 for vacating and abandoning the existing tracks through the centers of our
 coastal cities and towns and deed the land and right of way to the State to be
 used as Linear Park.  The State, in cooperation with the Cities and Towns along
 the route can then remove the tracks and install bicycle and walking paths with
 Florida Landscaping along the Greenbelt. 
Two Much Better Route Options:

The Turnpike Route is more direct and would significantly cut the travel
 time - Downtown Miami to Orlando International Airport is approximately
 230 Miles. 
The I-95 to SR-528 Route is approximately 273 miles but runs closer to 4
 International Airports along the way:  Miami, Ft Lauderdale-Hollywood,
 Palm Beach and Melbourne.  Shuttles from the airports delivering people to
 a True High Speed Train Terminal would greatly increase the number of
 passengers utilizing the trains and boost the Florida economy. 

 
Looks like a Win-Win solution to me
 
Ken Bradley
Vero Beach Resident
772-538-9981
 
 



From: Donna S. Melzer
To: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;

 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov

Cc: President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov

Subject: Deny All Aboard funding and permits -- the numbers and data don"t add up
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 5:32:23 AM

Please do NOT authorize either the $1.6Billion in government-
backed loans for All Board or the $1.75+Billion tax-exempt for All
 Aboard.  

The cost to the government will be to high because the long-term
 profitability of a high-speed passenger is not backed by realistic numbers.
  

The credibility of elected officials and the agencies is on the line.

Further, the DEIS is not sufficient -- it only allows the public and local
 government to review 30% of construction information, the data is
 inaccurate and outdated, the analysis is faulty, the modeling unrealistic -
 the most obvious being the choices being made that will create serious
 obstacles to navigation.  Modeling for boat traffic under a raised,
 antiquated, narrow-opening RR bridge are unrealistic - modeled as if
 boats handle like cars and have "boat lanes" and no water currents. My
 family has a boat and can all swear to the inaccuracies of the boat
 modeling.   Additionally, rare and endangered plant and animal
 species and the impact of wetlands destruction is not realistically
 addressed.

Safety is a significant issue since a large stretch of this railroad area is the
 deadliest in the country already and the trains hurdling through older
 coastal communities at speeds up to 110 mph create dangers not
 adequately addressed. 
The costs to government at all levels is not fully disclosed including the
 many millions that local governments will have to provide for railroad
 crossing improvements due to trains hurdling through their jurisdictions at
 up to 110 mph. 

All Aboard has not met their burden and U.S.DOT and FRA should reject the funding
 requests and other agencies should reject their permit requests.  

All Aboard claims the project meets the straight face test well enough to get private
 funding so let them.  That claim too is not experience-backed since the funding to date
 has required high interest rates.  

From:  Donna Melzer, 3471 SW Centre Court, Palm City, FL 344990
             Attorney, parent, boater, environmentalist, community advocate
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From: Tim Carew
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Deny the Big Train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:55:31 PM

Please heed all the input against the FEC high speed train project. You have been given the facts. Please do not let
 the rich Wall Street hedge funders ruin the east coast of Florida. Us boaters rely on you. Please stop that damned
 train project!
Tim Carew
Hobe Sound, Florida
Tel: 561-644-5144

Sent by Tim
Please reply to timpb97@gmail.com
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From: mstearns735@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mstearns735@comcast.net
Subject: Disapproval of All Aboard Florida Passenger Service Project and Funding
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:02:26 PM

I have two objections to the proposed All Aboard Florida Passenger Project.         
 
First is no real justification for the proposed project.  Very few passenger train
 services in the United States are profitable.  I used to ride the Frisco passenger
 trains in Missouri in the fifties.  That passenger service is long gone.  Later I rode the
 Illinois Central passenger trains on an irregular basis.  I believe that this passenger
 service is long gone, too.  I rode the Japanese trains when I was stationed at Camp
 Zama, Japan in the early eighties and it was a most efficient and well run passenger
 service.  It was a pleasure riding the trains in Japan because they were absolutely
 necessary because of the population density in Tokyo.
 
Second, I am not convinced that the All Aboard Florida 16 trains going from Orlando
 to Miami and return to Orlando can in any way be profitable, particularly since it will
 make very few stops between these two destinations.
 
It is my opinion that the Federal Railway Administration should not approve funding
 for this project, especially if the only collateral for the loan is the passenger train and
 its component parts.  Under this scenario, if All Aboard Florida and/or Florida East
 Coast could not turn a profit, it could default on the loan and the taxpayers could be
 left holding the bag.
 
If the Federal Railroad Administration does decide to approve this project, I strongly
 recommend that it demand that the new proposed railroad tracks and the land under
 them be made a part of bargain as collateral to ensure repayment of the loan. 
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From: Bush Monika
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Disapprove
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:28:54 AM

I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and am OPPOSED to the train. Many communities,
 like Stuar,t will be subject to congested traffic, noise pollution, and loss of business to
 many small shop and resturant owners. Tourists and families have moved to south
 Florida to enjoy a more peaceful, restful lifestyle. The train will NOT attract people to
 come to our area and this is not good for our economy.

Sincerely,
Monika Bush
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From: Catherine Cavner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Disruption to our Lifestyle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:58:44 AM

We live between Indiantown road and US 1. With the bridge and the train on either side of us 
traffic will be a nightmare!! With the new Harbourside development added to the corner traffic
 will be a nightmare . We can hardly get out of our development now . We have the drive thru 
the parking lots of the Fresh market and Starbucks to get to a traffic light So now neighbors 
are driving thru and not paying attention to customers backing out of parking spaces-It will get
 worse!!!

One of the reasons we moved on the water was for boating.  Now that is going to be ruined 
too. We will have to wait on 32 trains a day to get up the River. Why can you not move the 
train West . This is going to RUIN our great coast and our property values.

STOP THIS TRAIN 

Catherine Cavner
hcavner@aol.com
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From: Susan Burgess
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;

 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov;
 AAF_Comments@vhb.com

Subject: DO NOT APPROVE DEIS FROM ALL ABOARD FLORIDA.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:05:05 PM

I am writing to say I support every one of the statements below.
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590

Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation

Dear Mr. Winkle:

The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique
 quality of life for Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as
 currently proposed and configured and submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental
 Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic Conditions,
 Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety, Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.

Introduction

Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located
 approximately 40 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau
 projections.

Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32
 new trains a day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause
 economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do not currently face.

The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project
 “and to inform decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural
 or human environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains
 inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public
 may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.

Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)

AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin County.

Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated municipalities which are crossed by the project in its
 discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).

The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is
 not mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The
 Town of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally
 bisected by the project, has also been omitted.

Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and
 the Stuart Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.

Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in detail.

The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF
 project when the largest incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the examination
 of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.

Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that
 AAF “would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in
 their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)
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Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in
 Martin County, there is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to
 “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises severe
 disruption to communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.

Economic Conditions

Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of
 the tracks – the project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks
 for access.

Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast
 and safe access across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses,
 especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality
 of Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.

Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified
 or discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by
 the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic
 development and stability within the communities where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that
 is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.

The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in
 Martin County.

The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the
 experience of small business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR
 tracks.

Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of
 increased train traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the
 tracks.

Environmental Justice

The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted
 by the negative impacts of the AAF project.

The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently
 bisected by the FECR tracks.

The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida
 Street and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area from the commercial
 area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the
 most beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which provides
 services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the project.

Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers
 such as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high level of minority residents
 and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the more affluent communities within
 the County which are not located as near the FECR tracks.

Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty
 that delay will be encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.

Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County (and also one of the largest employers in the
 County), has submitted comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County already “face a
 unique burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.

Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and
 likely to result in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train
 traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and death.”

In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad tracks is common and presents additional
 disproportionate dangers to these residents.

Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and
 vibration from increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located closest to the FECR
 tracks.



Navigation

Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of
 the DEIS to adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.

The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie
 River bridge. Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and
 on weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.

Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge opening will affect boater safety as well as property values
 for waterfront properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the
 bridge with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.

Public Health & Safety

The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be hampered by the project throughout Martin County.

Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency
 responders to reach the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with
 other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic
 and crossing closures.

Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power
 Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other
 emergencies or weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.

Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more
 dangerous with not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used
 to gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with
 high-speed passenger trains approaching.

Threatened and Endangered Species

The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by
 the project.

The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, which is the site of a number of resources which are
 not even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which
 will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed (
 Asclepias curtissi).

The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as
 the Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across
 the tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.

Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as gopher tortoise on site.

More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative impacts since the park has only one public access road.
 Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the park during closures.

The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.

Wetlands and Water Resources

As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and water resources resulting from the proposed project.

Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee
 River, which is federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of
 proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological complex,
 however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.

Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation
 of these impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate
 evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.

Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public
 hearings which have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and other governmental
 agencies.

It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic
 resulting in increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.



Conclusion

The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the
 negative impacts to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-
of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing
 infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated,
 speculative, and subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically
 flawed project.

The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in all development throughout
 the County. The DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4)
 There is no such agency within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management
 Department.

Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s
 impacts on the population and communities along the projected route.

Sincerely,

Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.

Susan Burgess
5405 Citrus Ave.
Fort Pierce, FL 34982

http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com/


From: donald woodworth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; mailto:
Subject: Do not destroy Treasure Coast
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 4:10:21 PM

Gentlemen there is a reason it is called the Treasure Coast and it's not the buried gold , it is
 the beautiful and precious environment that has been developed over many years. The
 quantity of Freight trains and passaging trains you are proposing is wrong- it will destroy the
 Stuart Area.
The quality of life for medical, shopping,  boating
 and in general just getting around will be destroyed.
Go somewhere else with the freight
 
Homeowner port St. Lucie, Florida
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From: frank mccluskey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DO NOT FUND ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:15:43 AM

All Aboard Florida claims it will fill 32 trains a day from the Miami Airport to the Orlando
 Airport.  Business people will not take these as you have to go to the airport and pay parking. 
 Tourists will not take this because a different crowd arrives from Europe and South American
 to visit Miami than the Americans who arrive in Orlando to visit the theme parks.  Would
 theny then go to the airport to take a three hour train ride?  Commuters cannot take this
 because there are almost no stops.  

We live in Delray Beach.  The tracks go right through the center of our downtown.  This will
 destroy our town and our economy.  No one we know wants this. Please do not invest our tax
 dollars in this money losing propostion.

Our governor Rick Scott refused 2 billion in a federal grant to build high speed rail. He then
 hired a chief of staff who was a former exec connected with All Aboard Florida and now
 supports this effort after bypassing the funds because "high speed rail would not be
 profitable".   Please do not fund this crazy and unworkable project with our tax dollars. 

-- 
"Dr Frank" McCluskey
Author, Scholar and Gentleman Adventurer
Delray Beach, Florida.
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From: Neil Lagin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: does nothing but lower property values on the treasure coast when the first child gets killed by the speeding

 train good luck it will seperate towns and prevent and delay emergency vehicles from getting around town when
 the bridge over the sebastia...

Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:02:41 PM
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From: LEON DELANO JR
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Dog & Pony show @Kane center,Start,Fl
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 8:34:11 PM

Having believing that a hearing was to hear comments,we attended very large turnout
 Everyone I talked to was as disappointed as we were. For almost forty years we crossed the
 waterway only to be delayed as much as 5 hours at the FEC
bridge crossing next to US 1 in Stuart. One can only imagine what will happen when thirty two
 additional trains are added.
Safety will be severely compromised and navigating across the city impossible.Private interests
 should never impact the general population as this plan certainly will.There are existing tracks
 west that would impact far less citizens. I pray saner
heads prevail.

L>M>DELANO JR
STUART FL.
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From: Jane Ives
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Don"t do it
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:11:51 PM

Sent from Acompli
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From: Alex.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DON"T GO WEST
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:44:16 PM

NOT in favor of moving tracks to the West.

Alex DeGennaro
Port St. Lucie
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From: Lee Horninger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DON"T want fla railroad
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:27:46 PM

I feel this would be a huge mistake and we are totally against building a high speed railroad. It
 will only create more problems in Florida and be a detriment to our environment . We already
 are fighting enough battles with our environment and we are losing most of them, The
 problems with the Everglades, The Port St Lucie River, Okeechobee Lake, The water wars
 between GA and Florida, The Oil Spill in the Panhandle, I could go on and on.  Its time we take
 a stand and stop doing more damage to our state, Someone has got to put their foot down,
 and get their hands our of the pockets of the government and take a stand for the
 environment, not ruin it for the sake of getting from one place to another faster.  We already
 have that covered, we have buses, trains and planes and cars,
enough pollution, we don’t want anymore.
Lee Horninger
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From: casey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Downtown Stuart railroad.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:59:59 AM

Please STOP the railroad for passengers going through downtown Stuart. All of the trains will
 destroy the restaurants, pedestrian walkways and charm of the area. It will put hundreds of
 people out of jobs and close dozens of stores and restaurants.The city will die.. No one will
 ever want to go down there anymore because of delays and traffic jams due to the increase in
 trains. The train system was developed many years ago and used for freight. You cannot
 utilize that old of an infrastructure that was built so long ago for the today version of city
 layouts. The math does not work. The track should be relocated anyways due to increased
 panama canal freight traffic that is expected in the coming years, but to add dozens of more
 train cars to that area is a disaster and will decimate the city of Stuart and the heartbeat of the
 city which is its little downtown. It is the tourist "cool" area for everything and I cannot
 imagine living here anymore if you approve the train. You know all the reasons why so I will
 not get into that, but I can tell you the idea of making passenger travel on an antiquated track
 system will always give you a plethora of issues that are bad. I come from Denver and they
 built a whole new high speed track system that worked with the demographics and geography
 of an old city. It is supported by everyone because the track dynamics, stops, and garages
 built to support it worked as it runs right next to the interstate. To have that train utilize the
 existing freight tracks never worked and the math did not work, so that is why they made a
 whole new system which is something that should have been analyzed before such a crazy
 venture as this one. If you ran your railroad down the turnpike then you would have support
 and could utilize all the plazas as garages . There are many ideas that could make this system
 plausable , but to use downtown Stuart as another area for multiple trains daily will be the
 worst thing ever and I will probably move away because of it.

Casey Schwerdt
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From: ann podd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DOWNTOWN STUART......
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:18:32 AM

What are you thinking....as it is now that area is congested with cars and
 trains, not to mention people....people that aren't always used to or
 familiar with that circle ( confusion circle ) there is a reason for them
 calling it just that, confusion....This area attracts many seasonal visitors
 that aren't used to roundabouts let alone coming that close to trains on the
 ground...(where I came from the trains were over head or underground)...it
 can be a nightmare.!!!!  And AAF wants to add additional trains, not a good
 idea.  What are you thinking.!!!!  Come and spend an afternoon here and see
 for yourself what congestion there is now...This area is our little piece of
 heaven to stroll and look into windows and have lunch out on the side walk
 or shop with the kids or with the elderly.  Leave it as it is please, don't
 destroy what is there now, people love it as it is.  Thank you for reading
 this, if anyone reads it at all!
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From: Mark Bucol
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft EIS All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:18:09 AM

The building of this rail line would have numerous benefits to the
environment and economy of  Florida.  The rail line will draw passengers
from automobiles, whose emissions and effluent contribute to water
pollution in fresh water supplies.  Plus fewer cars traveling between
Orlando and Miami means less traffic accidents on the highways.

The economy will benefit from having lower cost transportation option
for personal and business travel, while giving travelers more productive
time enroute.   As the population of Florida grows and travel demand
increases the State will not have to spend as much money on future road
expansion projects which tend to degrade the environment if this rail
line and future projected routes are built.   These  scarce
transportation dollars then can be spent on maintaining existing streets
and roads.

Although I live in St. Louis, MO, my travels take me to Florida
regularly  where I have friends and relatives on both the east and west
coast of Florida.

Mark S. Bucol
24 Williamsburg Road
Saint Louis,  MO  63141
314-646-9940
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From: Virginia.Lane@faa.gov
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Draft EIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 2:51:03 PM

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), as a cooperating agency, has reviewed the Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) provided in September 2014.  FAA comments provided on
 the preliminary DEIS were adequately addressed by the FRA. 
 
Virginia Lane, Environmental Protection Specialist
FAA Orlando Airports District Office
5950 Hazeltine National Drive, Suite 400
Orlando, FL 32822
407-812-6331 Ext. 129
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From: Klopp, Keven
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft EIS for AAF
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 1:49:38 PM

Why does the risk evaluation summary table not include any locations within Miami-Dade or Broward?
 

Keven R. Klopp
Director, Development Services Department
 
City of Hallandale Beach
400 South Federal Highway
Hallandale Beach, FL 33009
Tel: 954-457-1376
Fax: 954-457-1488
Email: kklopp@hallandalebeachfl.gov
 

 
The content of this e-mail (including any attachments) is strictly confidential and may be commercially sensitive. If
 you are not, or believe you may not be, the intended recipient, please advise the sender immediately by return e-
mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies.
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From: GERALD M. WARD
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT - All Aboard Florida--Orlando to Miami -- Intercity Passenger Rail

 Project
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:07:48 PM
Attachments: 1403FRAAAFDEIS1.docx

PROVIDED HEREWITH IN A WORD 2013 ATTACHMENT ARE MY INITIAL COMMENTS ON THE DEIS:

G.M. WARD
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GERALD M. WARD, P.E.

Consulting Engineer

Coastal - Environmental

P.O. Box 10441

Riviera Beach, Florida 33419

561/863-1215

wardgm@gate.net

Office Location: 

2135 Broadway, #5

Riviera Beach, Florida 33404



VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS and EMAIL:  AAF_comments@vhb.com

7720 4118 8102                02 December 2014

Federal Rail Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20590

Attn:  John Winkle, W38-311



7720 5024 3549

Council on Environmental Quality

722 Jackson Place

Washington, D.C. 20503

Attn:  Michael Boots, Chief of Staff



Re:  DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

	All Aboard Florida –Orlando to Miami, Florida

  	Intercity Passenger Rail Project



Gentlemen:



We became aware of the proposal to reestablish intercity rail service from Miami to Cocoa (w/o stop) and then build a new rail line to Orlando (40 miles) in latter August 2012.  It was touted as “a purely” private rail line which did not trigger my thoughts of regulatory actions.  Even in early 2013 when an environmental assessment was being converted to a Finding of No Significant Impact for the Miami to West Palm Beach segment we were unaware of the significance because of the “piecemeal” approach for approvals being taken by Florida East Coast Industries and it’s All Aboard Florida, LLC.  



SCOPING:   Yes, on April 15, 2012 the publication occurred of a Notice of Intent which then resulted in an Agency Scoping meeting 1 May 2013 for which no Palm Beach County governments attended including the locally headquartered 16 county South Florida Water Management District which has prime regulatory responsibility for environmental permitting in almost all of the length of the track to Orlando McCoy Airport.  
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Public Scoping occurred with five Scoping meetings “following publication of advertisements in local newspapers”.  Note on page 5 & 6 of the VHB, Inc. half inch thick report dated June 28, 2013 that of the eleven advertisement insertions (twice each except two) that five of the publications were in a foreign language. This is America and English is our language!  Newspaper insertions are certainly a means to avoid public knowledge, particularly for user groups interfacing with the railroad!



The Palm Beach County meeting 7 May 2013 was not held in a notable public assembly facility.   Locally based agencies such as the Florida Inland Navigation District, Jupiter Inlet District and South Florida Water Management District interfacing with the FEC railroad were unaware of the meeting.   What is even worse is that only five federal agencies ultimately submitted written comments (page 7 of the Scoping Report),  



Regardless, at least two attendees of the Public Scoping Meetings did raise on point issues relating to obstructive railroad bridges and including bridge clearances requiring modifications (See 2.4.9, page 15 of the Scoping Report).   These issues are poorly or not addressed in the DEIS because of the Alternatives deficiencies resulting in the applicant and/or the consultant (VHB) structuring Alternatives as extremely limited or nil for the N-S Corridor(sic).  



The reason this DEIS is so poor goes to the Scoping and limited Alternatives.  We suggest the FRA require re-Scoping.  A further revised DEIS would then be published to fully vet the issues of routes, bridges and stations.  Selection of another route would likely eliminate the Station controversy as well as most bridge controversies.  Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives (Page S-7) clearly shows the “lack” of Alternatives!  What action is FRA going to take on a Re-Scoping?



NEPA REGULATION COMPLIANCE:   As a person responsible for numerous Environmental Assessments and a number of Environmental Impact Statements over the last four and half decades I am appreciative of the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations.  CEQ has just about a half dozen Parts to their regulations in large type, only one of which is into double digit pages which is Part 1502 Environmental Impact Statement of just eleven pages.



Section 1502.7 sets Page Limits!   This is a limited width linear facility which seems quite simple or such should normally be less than 150 pages for the four paragraphs restricted!  Instead this DEIS has some 380 pages.  Now the regulation goes on to say if this proposal was of “unusual scope or complexity” these paragraphs should be normally less than 300 pages!   A train track in this world is not “unusual”!!!  FRA (and the USCG) has established considerable regulations, so we see nil “complexity”!!!!   As such the FRA oversight should have rejected the excessive verbiage and required rewrite.  
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(Now in the 26 September 2013 meeting facilitated by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council in Jupiter, the DEIS was expected to be released by the end of 2013!  Its ultimate release was ¾ year later!  With public perception getting worse each day, we can only assume that FRA’s oversight was colored by time (See 1502.5 Timing).)



We note that even the Summary which is specified “will not normally exceed 15 pages” is 24 pages.  Even the List of Preparers is specified (1502.17) as “normally the list will not exceed two pages.”   This DEIS has six pages (granted one is blank)!!!  



The DEIS when and if converted to a FEIS is an “action forcing” document to last for years as guidance to the agency(s) and the implementers.  This document amasses needless detail apparently to cover up the real issues.  The only action for FRA is to send back to the FECI/AAF to develop a document consistent with the CEQ Regulations (Parts 1500-6).  All parties to the EIS need to read and remember the provisions of these CEQ Regulations.  As we suggested earlier probably the most efficient process would be to Re-Scope with adequate notice to agencies and the public.  FRA would then set strict time limits for return of a Revised DEIS to the public.  



HOW TO READ THIS DOCUMENT:   This title (pages xiv to xvii (4 pages)) caught my attention and ultimately close reading.  In reality, the four pages explain the authors apparently knew the correct way to write and document an EIS!  Why was such not followed?  Why did not FRA enforce its own regulations adopting the CEQ Regulations?



TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL:   At that entity’s 21 November 2014 Regular Meeting, the Board rendered a 30 some page report which we expect you will answer and incorporate for them and me most all of that government’s opinions into a revised DEIS.   This is another higher level government that was left out of your Scoping Process!  



US ARMY:  The Public Notice Comment period of Regulatory Functions ends with this DEIS comment period.  Federal environmental permitting should not be ignored, however, I do not have time to respond to the Corps.   I do note that the Cocoa Office of the Jacksonville District Engineer Corps of Engineers understands the broadness of its permitting.  Coordination needs to occur by FRA to assure that whatever final documentation results, fits multi-jurisdictions.



US COAST GUARD:  On 1 December 2014, the Commander District 7 Miami closed receipt of comments and recommendations for public thoughts and requests on the three movable bridges on the existing FEC system subject of this DEIS.  Each movable span bridge has serious unreasonably obstructive features which are now to be addressed.   Yes, railroads again obtained fiscal provisions from Congress in 1940 that can solve the obstructions.  Yet, this DEIS must address in its documentation resolve of each of these bridges obstruction problems.
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FRA - OFFICE OF RAIL SAFETY:  One more reason for returning this EIS to first, the Re-Scoping Process is the work evidenced by your agency in rendering reports on 20 March 2014 and 23 September 2014 signed by Frank A. Fey, General Engineer.  These types of reports demonstrate why this country has a Federal Rail Administration.  FRA needs to incorporate this material into the next DEIS.  



As a person that has traveled high speed rail in Europe beginning in the latter 1980s, Japan in the 1990s. and China this century for many thousand kilometers, I suggest this funding application is less for “intercity passenger rail” than it is for funding work on an over century old freight railroad.  The next DEIS needs to clearly discuss why grade separations are not the norm versus at grade or attempting to continue obstructing navigation.



Lastly more than one folk has read this massive DEIS missive as a “motherhood and apple pie” document!   Unless FRA administration takes action to initiate revisions, re-notice and public review, we suggest that judicial review will occur after FRA has complied with 1500.3.



					Very truly yours,





[bookmark: _GoBack]					/s/ Gerald M. Ward /s/

	

					Gerald M. Ward, P.E.

1403FRAAAFDEIS1

Cc:  Patrick Murphy, 18TH Congress District - Florida







From: commercial@winer.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 7:47:56 AM

 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
 
You have most likely received these comments, I wish to reiterate them.
1.) Much has been said about mitigation related to bridges, crossings, etc., These include
 Impacts, such as the parking spaces leased from the railroad by the City of Stuart, in the
 downtown business area. Situations like these need serious consideration.  The city is
 currently well under the number of parking spaces required by this business area.  The spaces
 leased from the railroad are well over 100 and are vital to the area.  The fact is that less than
 a mile north, the single track railroad bridge will not be double tracked.  With this single track
 bridge so close, why must the railroad devastate Stuart’s downtown business district with
 double tracks?
I’m certain there are countless numbers of situations like this that could be mitigated to avoid
 devastation in one form or another.
2.) The local governments in Dade and Broward counties are foaming at the mouth to realize
 what they believe will be a financial windfall.  When have business projections, done by the
 business itself, to present to the local government, not been unrealistically optimistic?
Further, the east-west corridors in Dade and Broward counties are already over capacity. 
 Current train crossings are creating substantial traffic backups, especially during morning and
 afternoon commuting time. The majority of the motoring public in those counties have no
 clue as to what will befall them.  When these trains cause thirty-two additional crossing
 closures, plus, over time, a dramatic increase in freight train closures, the population will be in
 an uproar and the resulting havoc will be incalculable.
3.) The Federal Government is being asked to “loan” the railroad over one and a half billion of
 the taxpayers' dollars to make upgrades to the tracks.  However, they are only putting up, as
 collateral, the trains and the right to use the tracks for passenger service.  In my opinion, this
 is a fraud perpetrated on the taxpayers
It’s like saying to the bank, I’d like a mortgage to add a two car garage to my home, but, if I
 can’t repay you, I’ll give you my cars and let you use my garage.  This makes absolutely no
 sense.  Especially considering that there is no public transportation in the US that operates
 without government subsidy.  This includes highways, busses, planes, trains, and railroads. 
 How can this passenger service ever be expected to succeed financially? In addition, when the
 loan defaults, the government will be pressured in to continuing to operate the passenger
 service at huge additional cost to the taxpayers.  This is a sixty billion plus dollar hedge fund
 and is their private endeavor. Please, don’t lend my money to improve tracks, and if you are
 suckered into making this loan, please, if you’re paying to improve tracks, then get them as
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 collateral. 
 
4.) Finally, what is truly tragic, is that because they own these tracks, they have chosen to
 devastate Southeast Florida rather than lease the CSX tracks to the west which would have
 little or no impact to the surrounding areas.  I hope you truly realize your responsibility to the
 Southeast Florida population and incorporate my suggestions.
Thank you,
 Don Winer
commercial@winer.com
(772) 245-0001
19 Ridgeland Drive
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
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From: patpr123@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 1, 2014 9:18:51 AM

For one, I think this draft is intentionally difficult to read for the residents and people who are against All
 Aboard.  So, let me put my objection in less-difficult terms.  First of all, passenger trains do not make
 money.  So, what's behind this?  Big business and government, that's what.  What's the cost?  Losing a
 way of life in these beautiful small towns on the Treasure Coast.  Possible loss of both human and
 wildlife along the miles and miles of track that go very close to people's homes and yards.   It will hit the
 economy in the area as people realize that they have to cross the train track to get to doctor's
 appointments, theatres, restaurants, etc.  It's too bad that politicians like the governor of our state, who is
 supposed to represent all of the people in Florida, dropped the ball in return for something that will not
 remotely benefit towns like Stuart, Hobe Sound, Jupiter, etc.  The projections for people using this train
 are ludicrous.  Who in God's name is going to spend that kind of money to ride a train to Orlando from
 Miami or West Palm when all they have to do is rent a car and drive?  The taxpayers are going to pay for
 this "scheme" for years to come.  At the very least, force this company to use the tracks west of our
 towns.  This of course, won't help in fiscal matters, but it certainly won't infringe on our rights as property
 owners to keep our towns in tact for future generations.

Patricia A. Perrone
2062 SE Talbot PL
Stuart, FL

34997
610-543-0294
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From: Walker, Daniel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 8:35:29 PM

We have reviewed the draft EIR for the planned passenger train line from Orlando to Miami and are
 strong supporters.  We have family mostly in Orlando, but also in Miami and West Palm Beach, so
 this line will be great for our occasional travel.  We will be able to get where we need to go quickly,
 without worrying about traffic, tolls, or parking.  Air pollution levels should be reduced in our Florida
 communities when AAF is up and running.
 
The minor negative environmental impacts are documented carefully in this DEIS.  A few extra at-
grade train crossings per day will hardly be noticed at almost every affected intersection.  Numerous
 slower freight trains already cross these same streets every week.  Double tracking planned should
 actually benefit passenger train and freight train flow some affected communities (since trains can
 pass each other without waiting).
 
The impacts on boat traffic at a few bridges will also be nearly negligible (but hopefully more
 predictable) in the future.
 
AAF will run mostly on existing freight ROW along the east coast,  by a private company, so no
 government tax subsidies for operations should be needed.
 
The economic benefit of AAF will be significant both during design phase and during construction,
 creating hundreds of good jobs locally in Florida.  AAF trains will also boost tourism in all cities
 served.  The communities and businesses immediately surrounding the planned new passenger
 stations will benefit most from AAF.
 
We recommend approval of this DEIS so AAF can begin passenger service ASAP.  We recommend
 that FRA approve the AAF loan also so phase 2 can start construction quickly.  Phase 1 service can
 even start even sooner,  while FRA considers the loan needed for phase 2.
 
After AAF trains are zipping between Orlando and Miami, we would like AAF to consider adding
 some service to other beautiful cities along the existing ROW, perhaps Melbourne, Cocoa, Fort
 Pierce, Stuart, like Tri-Rail already has today in South Florida. Eventually AAF could have express
 (limited stop) service for maximum speed end to end,  and some local trains which will stop at
 additional stations along the east coast.
 
Existing freight trains run relatively smoothly and safely along FERC tracks today.  However, if local
 communities would like to create some quiet zones and/or improve safety at existing at-grade rail
 crossings,  AAF and FRA should cooperate to implement these types of improvements (provided
 funding is available).
 
Let’s build it ASAP!
 
Thanks,

mailto:daniel.walker2@boeing.com
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Daniel Walker
Ryan Walker
Amanada Walker



From: Adele King
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 9:26:16 AM
Attachments: img-141119101226.pdf

My signed letters are attached.  I understand about freight trains, but a
 high speed train, totally ridiculous on our fec railway.  It should be on the
 Amtrak route where there are no people or better yet, down the middle of
 I-95, a monorail so not to disturb the environment.  But not 16-32 times
 a day, that is just overkill. 
 
 
ADELE SIKTAR KING
Broker Associate
Assistant Commercial Property Manager
Commercial Sales and Leasing
Treasure Coast Commercial Real Estate, Inc.
200 South Indian River Drive Suite 308
Ft. Pierce, Florida 34950
 
772-332-8668 Cell
772-288-6646 Office
772-242-8006 Facsimile
eMail: adele@tccommercialre.com
Web Site: http://www.tccommercialre.com
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From: kthonnes@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 4:41:43 PM

Greetings
 
These high speed trains through Stuart and other cities is the worst idea I have ever heard of. Why
 anyone would even consider running these trains through a bunch of cities, where they don't even stop,
 is beyond crazy.
 
The inconvenience to boaters, to car traffic, the safety issues, the noise, make this a candidate for the
 most "lame brained scheme of the decade".
 
Please don't even entertain the idea.
 
Thanks,
 
Karl Thonnes
2600 S. Kanner Hwy   M11
Stuart, FL. 34994
 
 
772 6318499
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From: Doug Garcia
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact statement FRA and All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:51:19 AM

Are you kidding me? I wondered why the environmental impact statement came out so favorably for
 All Aboard Florida, ignoring things like the huge amount of black diesel residue that is piled up on
 sides of houses next to the tracks, on vertical surfaces, so one can only wonder what lands in our
 waters either directly, or via runoff, or things like the 15 minutes I waited yesterday, for a train to
 clear the intersections in Jupiter……Today I find out that All Aboard Florida selected, and paid, the
 consultant who created the statement, using materials provided by All Aboard Florida. I would ask
 that the government conducts an OBJECTIVE analysis of their own, and I’m guessing that if they put
 the word out, those of us who want the truth, would chip in to pay for it.
Doug Garcia
134 Lands End Way
Jupiter, FL 33458
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From: Timo Haapanen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draw bridge on St Lucie river
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:48:41 PM

    1. Time the antiquated railroad drawbridge would be in the down position blocking marine
 traffic with 32 passenger and up to 20 freight trains crossing the St.Lucie River daily. 
                                                At 15 - 25 minutes each (drawbridge normally is closed in the
 down position 15 minutes prior to train arrival) is unacceptable and should be challenged.

                                           2. A visit to the site to see the rusted and otherwise deteriorated
 condition of the river crossing understructure is a needed rude awakening.

                                           3. A passage through Central Florida on new or on existing CSX
 Railroad tracks is an obvious safer and less intrusive
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DumpThis Insane Idea!
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:45:59 PM
Attachments: image.png
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From: glendawright1027@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS an Incomplete Sham
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:28:46 PM

Please do not let AAF continue to insult our intelligence with this vague and incomplete EIS.  Please do require
 AAF to do what is morally / ethically correct and submit a report based on complete and accurate information for
 review.

Also, please have AAF provide a study on the number of lives that will be lost by those of us who will be trapped
 behind the tracks with no ingress or egress during times of emergency.  It is a fact that minutes can save lives so
 there is no doubt that lives will be lost due to this endeavor.   Is that really worth the cost savings of not moving the
 route farther west into less congested areas?

Also, please have AAF "man up" and talk about the real issue of the impending significant increase in freight traffic
 and the additional consequences.

Glenda Wright
7983 SE Osprey Street
Hobe Sound. FL 33455
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From: Sheila Rockwell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS for AAF"s plans
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:40:33 PM

Dear Sirs:

  I am VERY concerned about the supposed Environmental Effects on the Vero Beach, Florida area. Running 32
 trains a day thru a highly residential area, that will not in any way benefit from it, seems outrageous. In Statement 5,
 the EIS fails to speak about the AAF’s actions causing safety issues, noise pollution, vibrations on existing
 buildings, devalued real estate, interruptions of marine traffic and bridges. The statements really ignores the Vero
 Beach issues entirely and our quality of life is negatively impacted. Please consider using the tracks  inland along
 Rt.95, and stop pretending that this is about moving 10,000 people between Orlando and Miami every day when it
 really is all about freight and the Panama Canal via Miami.  Why should the Treasure Coast residents have to
 suffer, pay more in taxes for safety measures and be totally inconvenienced for the All Aboard Florida owners to
 make money at our expense?

Sincerely,

Sheila B. Rockwell
Joel B. Rockwell

300 Harbour Dr
Vero Beach, Florida, 32963

mailto:rockwellsj@gmail.com
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From: Pedro
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS FOR HIGH SPEED RAILROAD
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:12:35 PM

I am writing to object to the .EIS for the above stated project.  It is deficient in it's scope and omits many subjects
 that need to be addressed in Indian river county.  Please cooperate with local agencies to solve this problem.
Sincerely

Peter & Marilyn Froehlich
Vero Beach, FL

Sent from my iPad
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From: ralph
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:51:55 AM

 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
AAF needs to be stopped.  History dictates that it is unlikely ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer
 obligation and it is clear that the benefits are not worthy of the burden on taxpayers.
 
Florida does not have conditions that would support the success of AAF.  The population of AAF’s cities are too small
 to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability.  These trains do not even serve most of the
 communities they pass through, but will devastate them.  A coastal topography unique to the United States will be
 destroyed by corporate greed.
 
I request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of default, as well as
 the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 billion loan.  Why should a “privately funded” project be on
 the shoulders of the taxpayers.  I request curtailment of the development of AAF since every bit of evidence points
 to failure despite false promises to the contrary. 
 
I am requesting responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects and I, a taxpayer, look
 forward to your accountability and response to my concerns.
 
Thank you.
 
Ralph DeMiranda
9894 SE Osprey Pointe Drive
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
 
 

mailto:rdemiranda@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Jan DeMiranda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:31:36 AM

Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
AAF needs to be stopped.  History dictates that it is unlikely ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer
 obligation and it is clear that the benefits are not worthy of the burden on taxpayers.
 
Florida does not have conditions that would support the success of AAF.  The population of AAF’s cities is too small
 to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability.  These trains do not even serve most of the
 communities they pass through, but will devastate them.  A coastal topography unique to the United States will be
 destroyed by corporate greed.
 
I request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of default, as well as
 the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 billion loan.  Why should a “privately funded” project be on
 the shoulders of the taxpayers.  I request curtailment of the development of AAF since every bit of evidence points
 to failure despite false promises to the contrary. 
 
I am requesting responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects and I, a taxpayer, look
 forward to your accountability and response to me concerns.
 
Thank you.
 
Janice DeMiranda
9894 SE Osprey Pointe Drive
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
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From: paul hollich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:08:37 PM

I am a little confused at this point.  I read the AAF proposal and, while it focused on the
 passenger train aspect, it DID propose to run freight trains as part of the proposal.  As time
 goes by, they seem to be more up front with the prospect that a major event is going to be the
 running of freight trains.  

Freight DOES have a different profile than passenger trains.  Heavier weights, greater
 stopping distances, more significant vibration.  

Freight trains also tend to be longer.  They need to traverse certain curves at slower speeds as
 well.

So why is it that the EIS focuses completely on the passenger aspect and completely ignores
 the freight aspect.

There was Zero mention of freight trains in the forward of the document, as well as lack of
 recognition as it pertained to the previously approved phase 1 EIS.

Was freight intentionally disregarded in BOTH EIS's?

-- 
Paul John Hollich
 
 
 
Change for the Sake of Change is NOT Progress.

mailto:pjhollich@gmail.com
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From: Heeg, Paul
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: E-mail in support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 2:47:44 PM
Attachments: imageb5fc4a.gif@b2c6676d.e676436e

Dear All Aboard Florida Team,
 
As part of the public comment period, this e-mail expresses my strong support for the All Aboard
 Florida project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by
 reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, creating
 thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts.  This project will also result in
 significant environmental benefits to our state.
 
All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida’s 19 million residents and more than 95 million tourists.
 Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the country, and the expansion
 opportunities are extremely limited. As our population continues to grow, the state must look
 toward alternative mobility options. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, “The Project
 would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional
 roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019.”  This impact to the existing automobile-
based mode of transportation is extremely significant.  Besides reducing traffic congestion, the
 amount of noxious air pollution and greenhouse gases that would be removed from the atmosphere
 is hugely beneficial.  Many large cities around the world utilize passenger rail as one of the primary
 forms of transportation.  As a professional transportation engineer, I believe that this opportunity to
 provide alternative modes of travel will be a model for other states.
 
There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida’s landscape and economy and benefit the
 environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail system will become a new
 infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide a public comment.
 
Paul Heeg

Paul Heeg, PE, LEED® AP
Transportation Engineer
10748 Deerwood Park Blvd South
Jacksonville, FL  32256-0597
Phone: 904-256-2163 / Fax: 904-256-2501
Paul.Heeg@rsandh.com

Visit our website at www.rsandh.com
Connect with RS&H on Facebook Twitter LinkedIn

__________

mailto:Paul.Heeg@rsandh.com
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From: Babette Hopkins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Emailing: All Aboard Florida Letter.pdf
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 3:28:55 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida Letter.pdf

Please see the attached letter.

Babette Hopkins
Legal Assistant to Richard R. Swann

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

All Aboard Florida Letter.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
 attachments.  Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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From: francis ventura
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: emergency overpass
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 2:13:00 PM

Assuming it cannot be stopped, I suggest making them install passenger overpasses near any
 hospital or emergency center east of the tracks. The overpass could accommodate a golf cart
 to transport a dire patient over the tracks to a waiting ambulance. It cannot be a huge cost
 relative to the overall project costs.

mailto:franventurasr@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Cheryl Snow
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Emergency Vehicle Access
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:30:11 AM

Dear Sirs & Madams,

Emergency vehicle access needs to be addressed much more fully in the EIS. According to the
 All Aboard Florida website, AAF "is committed to working with city and local officials to
 ensure that appropriate communications and logistics are in place so that response times for
 emergency vehicles are NOT impacted."

These communications include publishing schedules for crossing closures so emergency
 vehicles are aware of potential blockages ahead of time and additional warning measures to
 alert these vehicles of any schedule changes.

But none of these address the real problem. In an emergency, ambulances and fire trucks must
 take the most direct route to the problem area. Rerouting such vehicles to a more indirect
 route could result in serious injury or even death. Further, while AAF trains are supposed to
 pass through crossings in "less than 60 seconds," that time alone could be critical to the
 patient being transported. Finally, the reality is that only the first car in line faces such a short
 delay. In season, an ambulance could easily be number 15 in line, thus facing a more
 extensive delay that the passenger may not survive.

That being said, direct access to the hospital is necessary for my survival so my husband can
 get me there ASAP. As a person with terminal breast cancer I have already made a number of
 these trips for SOB and any delay could cost me my life.

Come to think of it, I wonder how many additional children will have to die due to drowning
 in swimming pools because they were not able to get direct access to help or transported to
 the hospital in time? (I need to follow up with someone to see if the local municipalities will
 track these stats).

The delays of life-saving vehicles and personal transportation must be considered as critical,
 negative impacts in the EIS. People's lives are at stake!

Please re-route these trains through central Florida, or provide me with the names of the
 people and companies who should be put on the law suit when I die because my husband was
 held up by one of your trains while trying to get me to the hospital.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Snow

mailto:snow.owl@att.net
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From: bill nancy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Enviromental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 2:47:58 PM

Mr Winkle,
When I read a newspaper or watch network news ,I tend to take the information with a grain
 of salt. It is sometimes difficult to believe that the whole truth is being told,all reporting the
 same story with a different set of facts.
But it seems that one thing they all agree on is the environmental impact statement for the
 AAF railroad.
I find hard to believe that a government agency that supervises an industry would tell
 that business to hire an environmental group to do an environmental impact statement on
 it's project, pay for this study themselves and then expect an impartail report.
Do really think that environmental group,standing to make millions of dollars could be
 objective and submit anything but a positive report?
That would be the equivalent of a bank letting me appraise the value of my own home when
 applying for a loan.
Please.......wake up and smell the coffee.
 
Sincerely
Bill Hearing
7304 Salerno Rd
Ft Pierce ,Fl 34951
772 485 1680

mailto:fltwodrifters@live.com
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From: gpggardner@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Enviromental Impact Study for AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 10:05:47 AM

The Environmental Impact Study for the proposed AAF Passenger Train
 states not enough appropriated funds to support the development of such
 study, so consultants selected, paid for and using information from AAF
 were used.  This is the fox guarding the chicken house.  How can this be
 construed as an independent study?
AAF is so entwined politically the voices of the public has been totally lost
 and ignored. 

Why is the public tax money-the largest loan of its kind- being used to
 improve a private company's infrastructure?
How financially viable is this request when fed input from the one asking
 for the loan, not an independent cost analysis?  Part of loan proceeds
 being used to pay off the junk bond issued by AAF to foreign investors? 
 Collateral sufficient to cover loan proceeds in lieu of default? Profitable
 track record of other similar passenger rail services?

Double and triple tracks in Jonathan STATE Park and Savanna PRESERVE
 STATE PARK??

Double tracks in downtown areas, and neighborhoods of the smaller
 coastal towns of Jupiter, Tequesta, Hobe Sound, Stuart, Jensen Beach,
 Port St. Lucie, Ft. Pierce, and Vero Beach???  These towns do not have
 the infrastructure themselves to have the intersections to handle
 increased passenger and freight, much less the tax monies to maintain
 them.
Boat traffic, vital and a large part of these coastal towns will be disrupted,
 railroad schedules to not account for changing tides and weather
 conditions.
Through north Palm Beach, Martin, St.Lucie, and Indian River counties,
 some of the highest property values lay east of the railway and coastline,
 property values will decrease with increased rail traffic, noise, disruptions
 and vibrations- thus eroding the tax basis for these smaller coastal towns.

If the idea is to connect Orlando, West Palm and Miami, the most direct,
 least obstructive rail is west of the coastline, straight down the turnpike.
 Although CSX and FECR are competitors, for the good of the state, to
 achieve the objective with the least economic, environmental, and
 residential impact, these two rail companies need to work together. From
 the West Palm station, AAF can use existing CSX rail to Orlando, thus
 bypassing north Palm Beach County, the Treasure Coast, and Gold Coast,
 which is not benefited in any way from AAF proposal.  As creative as AAF
 has been thus far, I am sure this is a viable alternative to the current
 proposal.

mailto:gpggardner@aol.com
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Please reconsider this project in an unbiased fashion.
Pamela L. Gardner



From: Susan Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: environmental impact on Stuart, FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:11:58 PM

To the attention of John Winkle:
Please have a realistic impact study done on the navigational impact of All Aboard Florida on
 the St. Lucie River bridge. I feel this bridge was evaluated during January because that is
 the slowest time of the year for boat traffic in the area and even though it was done at this
 time , I feel the study was inaccurate.
Thirty-two additional trains will in effect close the bridge to such an extent that navigation
 from the river to the ocean will be shut down. The economic and environmental impact
 would be catastrophic, not minimal.
The town of Stuart would be so negatively impacted that businesses would have to close,
 the local marine industry would suffer losses that would mean it was no longer viable, and
 the slowed emergency services to Martin Memorial Hospital would be endangering lives.
Some real estate agents are already reporting a loss in real estate value.
Sincerely,
Susan & Charles Smith
1269 SW Seahawk Way
Palm City, FL. 34990

-- 
Susan L. Smith
Social Studies
Wellington High School
susan.smith@palmbeachschools.org

Disclaimer: Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a
 public records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.

mailto:susan.smith@palmbeachschools.org
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From: mestowell@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement (EIP)
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 1:01:02 PM

Re: Draft report released Sep 19.  Chapter 1, page 7 lays bare the
 process  required for this environmental impact statement in that it must
 comply with the Federal Railroad  Administration's (FRA) mission which is
 to insure the safe, reliable and efficient movement of people and goods for
 a strong America, now and in the future. 
 
Hence the FRA, not having the funds to support this EIP, had All Aboard
 Florida engage the services of a consultant of their choice (approved by
 FRA)  provided them with the materials they were to study and then paid for
 their services.
  
Will anyone believe this was an objective, independent, all-inclusive report
 based mainly on impact of these passenger trains as well as the added
 freight usage of the tracks?

mailto:mestowell@comcast.net
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From: Bill/Maureen Steele
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 2:34:05 PM

The Shaping Our Future column by Arnie Rosenberg was very informative and needs
 to be circulated as much as possible along the Treasure and Space Coast.
  Unfortunately, the younger people of these areas do not have the interest or the
 ability to understand the impact this railroad change will have on their lives.  Most
 retirees like ourselves keep informed about our communities and the impact that
 various environmental issues have not only for the immediate time but the future for
 our children and grandchildren.

These new passenger trains will directly affect everyone, everyday one way or
 another.  There will be more accidents, people today have no patience in traffic.
  They will attempt to be beat  the trains whenever possible.  Trains traveling at these
 speeds will surely cause many deaths to our communities.  There are many aspects
 of these trains that are being talked about but noise is a major factor.  We live on the
 intercoastal directly east of the trains that pass thru now.  There are several large
 condo buildings, a main highway and other homes in between; however, we hear the
 trains all the time.  Imagine adding many more trains to this noise factor!
  Unfortunately, many years ago, the railroad was built to follow the water and now we
 are having to deal with progress of the rail shipments and now adding additional
 passenger trains will only enhance the effect on our communities in so many ways.

Why now take the trains from West Palm directly to Orlando thru countryside with no
 homes, no one being bothered to the extent  that this will effect our homes,
 businesses, etc.

I am sure this has already been politically decided and there is money to be made so
 the average taxpayer will have to deal with what we will be dealt.  Hopefully, we have
 enough people in power to stop this from happening.  

We appreciate your consideration of our concern.

Bill & Maureen Steele
Sebastian Florida.

mailto:avonr260@yahoo.com
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From: Garry Luke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: henry.stevens@scripps.com; laurence.reisman@scripps.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:19:48 PM

Dear Sir or Madam:

I recently read in the Press Journal, Scripps Treasure Coast newspaper, on the Rail effects 
offered by the Federal government's environmental impact statement, dated September 24, 
2014.

Of the eighteen (18) comments cited, not a single mention was made of the impact on people 
who live west of the railroad tracks in Vero Beach and how they would be able to access the 
local hospital or other medical services in time of need. The article did list under comment 
#16, “ Develop designs to provide wildlife passage under bridges and through culverts in 
crucial areas along the East - West Corridor.”

Although I am guessing, I would venture to say that at least one-half (1/2) of Indian River 
County's entire population (apprx 139,000 people) live on the west side of the proposed new 
AAF corridor. With the proposed 32 trains moving through our small town it seems most 
likely that an injured, or ill person coming from the west side of the county and needing 
medical care, located across the “tracks” on the east side, could be delayed by the increased 
train traffic and thereby constitute a life threatening situation.   In a medical emergency, we 
are constantly reminded that time is of the essence and every lost minute could result in one’s 
demise.

My wife and I would ask you to consider requiring AAF to create “passages," either under the 
railroad tracks, over the railroad tracks, or through culverts at one or two specific locations so 
that our emergency personnel can speedily and safely  transport their patients to our 
hospital/medical services.  By doing so, I would suggest that the saving one human life would 
justify the cost of providing such “passages.”  If “passages” are good for our wildlife, then I 
hope you would agree that similar “passages” for our county residents would be of even 
greater value.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Garry & Kathleen Luke
655 23rd Ave 
Vero Beach, fl 32962
ekulgk@aol.com
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From: Michael Noll
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:40:15 AM

Sirs,

While the ration of population per acre along the Treasure Coast indicates the counties comprising the Treasure
 Coast are rural, population distribution is primarily along the eastern portion of said counties.  AAF ignores this fact
 in their environmental impact statement.  Allowing 32 passenger trains plus freight trains divides the major
 population centers in half.  This raises concerns not adequately addressed regarding access to emergency vehicles,
 fire, police and ambulance, access to the main hospital in Martin County, and long traffic delays at the many rail
 crossings dividing towns and population centers along the Treasure Coast.

The environmental impact statement does not address the deleterious effect on homeowners' property values due to
 increased noise and vibration along AAF's route with significantly increased passenger and freight traffic.  Nor does
 it address the correspondent loss in revenue to Treasure Coast counties.

In Martin County, AAF completely ignores it's impact on the marine industry, a major contributor
to the area. The railroad bridge across the St. Lucie River is over 100 years old and is lower the Old Roosevelt
 Bridge.  The channel through those two bridges is narrow and does not safely accommodate more than one or two
 boats to pass through at a time.  There are thousands of boats docked, moored or dry-docked to the west of the
 bridge.  The majority of these boats need to have the bridge raised to pass through.  The impact statement says
 nothing of the effect of significantly increased closing on trans- Florida marine traffic, commercial or pleasure, via
 the Okeechobee Waterway.  AAF has not addressed the condition of it' 100 year old bridge and whether it can
 withstand the increased rail traffic and openings and closing a of this antique.

The Treasure Coast and the Space Coast will continue to grow much as the Gold Coast and the Orlando area have
 over the last forty years.  The incredibly increased rail traffic, high speed passenger and freight, across surface
 streets along the Treasure Coast is both dangerous and short-sighted.  AAF should run along the I 95  or Florida
 Turnpike corridors through the Treasure Coast.  This route would alleviate most of the safety, traffic and maritime
 issues.

Patricia Noll

Sent from my iPad
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From: EDB1260@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Study
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:08:03 PM

Something is wrong when AAF hires their own consultant to write the
 Environmental Impact Report!
Although I am a layman (or lay person) it seems to me that the projected
 railroad expansion would bring more:
Noise
Pollution
Danger to our citizenry, in the form of train accidents as well as holdups for
 emergency vehicles. Quite often, minutes make a difference in survival
 outcomes.
Danger to wildlife.
Splitting communities
 
The quality of life, which brings tourism to our towns would be greatly
 diminished.
 
I think it is a bad idea: better to move inland close to I 95 or the turnpike.
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter!
 
Mary Bennett
Sebastian, FL and lifelong Floridian
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From: Susan Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: environmental impact
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 12:46:57 PM

The FRA's Environmnetal Impact Statement concerning All Aboard Florida does not take into
 account the time required to close and open the bridge on the St. Lucie River. It also
 estimates a closing time of approx. 9 hours as if that is inconsequential in a 24 hour day.
 However, the 32 additional trains will run between morning and evening hours and will
 therefore mean the bridge will be closed 9 hours out of the approx. 12 hours of the busiest
 marine traffic. This will effectively close the marine industry located on the St. Lucie River
 & will result in a catastrophic loss of tax revenue for Martin County as the marine industry
 closes and the homes along the river and its canals lose value. None of these issues are
 addressed by this statement. It is as if Stuart, FL. does not exist.

-- 
Susan L. Smith
Social Studies
Wellington High School
susan.smith@palmbeachschools .org

Disclaimer: Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a
 public records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.
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